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Washington, D. C., December 1$, J90J^ 
The committee met at 10.30 o'clock a. m. 

Present : Senators Burrows (chairman) g Foraker, Pettus, Dubois* 
and Overman; also Senator Smoot; also Robert W. Tayler, counsel 
for the protestants; A. S. Worthington and Waldemar Van Cott, 
counsel for the respondent; and Franklin S. Richards, counsel for 
certain witnesses. 

TESTIM05Y OF REV. J. X. BUCKLEY. 

The Chaibman. Mr. Tayler, call the next witness. 
Mr. Tayleb. Mr. Chairman, I call Dr. J. M. Buckley. 

Rev. J. M. Buck lev, being duly sworn, was examined and testified 
as follows: 

Mr. Tayleb. Where do you live ? ^octor ? . 

Doctor Buckley. I live in Mq^istown J-fcv^ 

Mr. Tayleb. What is youaj business iraSrofession ? 
\ Doctor Buckley. I a^editor jrfSthe Christian Advocate, of New 
York. T /, 

Mr. Tayleb. That is ai^Smnatio^ reMgious paper, I believe! 

Doctor Buckley. Ydtfmur. 

Mr. Tayleb. Of wfkt churehr 

Doctor Buckley. The Methodist Episcopal Church, 

Mr. Tayleb. Are you a minister of the Gospel? 

Doctor Buckley. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. How long have you been editor of the Christian 
Advocate? 
Doctor Buckley. Twenty-five years. 
Mr. Tayleb. How long have you been a minister? 
Doctor Buckley. Forty-six years. 

Mr. Tayleb. Have you during your life given any attention to the 
Morman Church, ite history, and its doctrines? 

Doctor Buckley. I have. _ 

Mr. Tayleb. How was your attention first attracted thereto? 

Doctor Buckley. By a settlement of Mormons within 10 miles of 
my place, of being brought up, and by members of families that I 
knew — this was about fifty-five years ago— going to Utah. 

Mr. Tayleb. And have you, during your life, been a student of 
questions and cults of that kind and other kinds? 

Doctor Buckley. Well, where they have been forced upon me I 
have studied them to the best of my ability. 

Mr. Tayleb. What attention have you given to the Mormon Church 
in the last few years? 

Doctor Buckley. As soon as I could command finances enough to 
make the trip I made a tour to Utah-— that was about thirty-five years 
ago— and saw Brigham Young in his glory and heard Orson Pratt 
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preach on Mormonism as distinguished from Christianity so called, 
and at the request of the governor and judges I delivered an address 
the same night or the same day on Christianity as distinguished 
from Mormonism. And Orson Pratt's first wife and daughter, who 
had forsaken him when he took up with polygamy , were present, as 
were two or three hundred more Mornians who were on the margin of 
the situation relatively toward Mrs. Pratt rather than toward Mor- 
monism* 

In order to understand the matter, I had a long interview with 
George Smith, one of the three presidents, the father of Apostle 
Smith, who presented me with the Book of Mormon and with four*' 
teen or fifteen pamphlets. I also was entertained by a Mormon who 
had three wives, who. expounded to me the creed from beginning to 
end from his point of view. 

Mr. Smith was the one who went to Jerusalem to find proof of the 
truth of Mormonism and who wrote the standard history, and was 
known as the historian. He thought me a possible convert, perhaps, 
and was very kind and explained everything, and afterwards wrote 
to me about the matter. 

Mr. Taylee. I do not care to go into details, Doctor, except to indi- 
cate your intelligent and abiding interest in this question. 

Doctor Buckley* I went there again in 1901 to note the changes 
and to study the different missions that had been established there, 
and to find out why they were doing so little, comparatively, in con- 
verting Mormons; and then I went again last June. 

The Chaibxan. How long, did you remain there in 1901? 

Doctor Buckley. Somewhere in the neighborhood of four days 
or five days, which I devoted entirely to this business. 

The Chairman. Then when were you there again? 

Doctor Buckley. Last June* 

Mr. Taylee. Please state how long you were there last June? 

Doctor Buckley. I went there for a special purpose, to make an 
address on Sunday, in a congregation there, the same one I had 
addressed thirty-five years ago, when it was beginning. I stayed 
there only two days. 

Senator Dubois. This was in Salt Lake City? 

Doctor Buckley. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylee. Did you attend any meeting in the Temple? 

Doctor Buckley. I did at that time. 

Mr. Taylee. In the Tabernacle? 

Doctor Buckley. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. That was in June? 

Doctor Buckley. The first Sunday in last June. When I went 
there I was told I could not hear anything in the Tabernacle, as the 
Mormons account the first Sunday in the month a fast day and do not 
have their services on that dt>y— the first Sunday. But on arriving— 
I should have said when I engaged to go there-on arriving I was 
met by a gentleman who told me that probably the most remarkable 
opportunity that I had ever had would take place that day, as it was 
the annual convention of the Young Women's Union of Mormonism, 
and the joint convention with that of the Young Men's, and that sev- 
eral thousand representatives from every Mormon country, together 
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would be present, and that the officers would be elected for the next 
year, and that ae President Smith was, by virtue of his headship of 
the church, a president of all such organizations as these, he would 
preside. I also ascertained that this meeting had been in progress in 
its more secular aspects from the preceding Friday, and this Sunday 
was the grand culminating public assembly. I attended thai assem- 
bly, which Listed — the~ session lasted — between three and four hours 
at least, counting everything that occurred ; it was from about half 
past 2 to nearly half past 6 : a little more than half past 5. 

Do you wish me to describe what occurred there ? 

Mr. Tayleb. Yes, ifyou will, Doctor Buckley. 

Doctor Buckley. With respect to the speeches that were made, I 
have an absolute memory of every sentence that I published. I wrote 
three letters on the subject when I got back, ana those three letters 
are in my paper; and I am absolutely certain that the language that 
I put into the mouths of the respective speakers was correct, so much 
so that I would swear to it verbatim. 

The Chairman. May I ask you right here to state who spoke, so 
that we will know ? 

Doctor" Bucklsy. Will you allow me to refresh my mind on these 
details by my article? 

The Chaibman. Certainly. You have the right to do that 

Doctor Buckley. I do not wish to stumble over figures and facts. 

The Chairman. If you can state who spoke we will be obliged 
to you. 

Doctor Buckubt. I will jive the order. I have another copy of 
the paper over there, and if you will permit me to get it it will 
enable me to answer more definitely. This is the second letter. 

Mr. Wobthington. Let us look at the copy of the letters. 

Doctor Buckley. I will as soon as I have refreshed my memory. 

Mr. Wobthington. I was speaking to counsel. 

Doctor Buckley. I beg pardon. 

Mr. Tayler. Yes; we will. 

Doctor Buckley. The first speaker was Mr. B. H. Roberts. I 
think it is important to what I have to say about President Smith 
that tiiis brief account should be read, if .you will allow me to read it. 

The Chaibman. I will ask you first to give the names of the persons 
who spoke. 

Doctor Buckley. Mr. Roberts spoke. 

The Chaibman. Yes. 

Doctor Buckley. And then, after him, President Elmina S. Tay- 
lor, of the Young Ladies' Association, or, rather, she not being able 
to fill the building with her voice, her second counselor did so. The 
next person to speak was the secretary, who gave the statistics of the 
association. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. The secretary; what is her name? 

Doctor Buckley. It was a man in this case. His name I do not 
know, but the figures showed a total of one hundred and— - — 

The Chaibman. Give the names of the speakers. You have named 
three. I want to know who spoke. 

Doctor Buckley. They then proceeded to vote and to elect the 
officers, and elected President Smith, and as has assistants Heber J, 
Grant and B. H. Roberts. 

The Chaibman. Did anybody else speak? 
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Doctor Buokijsy. I have given the names of all the persons who 
•poke up to that time* 
The Chairman. During the day! 

Doctor Buckley. During the meeting. The only speaker after this 
was President Smith, who spoke two hours, or nearly that 
The Chairman. After that? 

Doctor Buorxby. Nothing was done after that except to close in 
Hie usual way. 

The Chairman. I am sorry to have interrupted you. Now go on 
in the usual way. . 

Doctor Buckley. It is no interruption. This is a matter about 
which I do not know anything as to procedure, and I should be very 
glad to be interrupted. 

The Chairman. I merely wanted to know who spoke. 

Doctor Bucrxry. Yes. 

Mr. Taylrr. How large an audience was present? 

Doctor Buckley. The building is supposed to hold about 12^000 
persons; some say 14,000. In the intervals, while they were votmg, 
I counted the aucuence as far as I could see, and where I did not see— 
another person told me at the close that it was about as full in the 
gallery I could not see into as it was elsewhere. I made out there 
were about 11,000 persons in the building. It is barely possible there 
were not so many, out the very choir itself had more people than most 
churches have. 

Mr. Taylrr. Doctor, respecting the subject of plural marriage— 
the subject of cohabitation with plural wives— what, if anything, did 
Brignam H. Boberts, as he was the first speaker, say? 
. Mr. Worthtnoton. Is it all in print in the paper? 

Doctor Buckley. No, sir ; it is not all in print in the paper. Other- 
wise I would not have troubled myself to try to bring it up. He said 
nothing whatever. B. H. Roberts said nothing whatever with regard 
to that subject He was set for a welcome, However, devoting one- 
half of it to a splendid picture of President Smith, and he spoke 
without reserve of the proceedings of Smith and others before this 
committee, and he uttered this sentence, which— and I recognize 
myself as being under oath— is exactly verbatim : 

^Placed before the leading men or the nation, engaged in an un- 
equal conflict with the Government, he met them as an honest man, 
a product of Mormonism, and gave to the nation the truth concern- 
ing a despised people." 

^^That sentence is absolutely as stated. That is all I saw fit to put 
ill that B. H. Boberts said. 

|fr. Taylbr. Now, what did Joseph F. Smith say in relation to 
that subject? 

Doctor Buckley. Joseph F. Smith 

Senator Forakrr. Why not take the speakers in their order? 

Mr. WpRTHiNOTOK. Taylor was the next one who spoke. 

Doctor Bucrxry. As 1 have it recorded here: 

^ President Elmina Taylor* of the Young Ladies' Association, was 
to speak, but was physically unable to do so. Her second counselor, 
Mm Martha H. Tmgey, spoke, and did so with as much of a heart- 
Mi and earnest manner aa would be heard in our Woman's Mission- 
ary Societies" 

The next speaker, whose name I could not catch, as it was an- 
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nounosd in a feeble way, " discussed the cooperation of parents in 
home preparation." That is the order of speakers up to the time 
that the president spoke. As to what he said 

Mr. Tayler. t aid not attach any importance to what anybody 
might have said except those who were high in the church. 

Senator Foraker. I supposed the witness had something to quote 
from each speaker. 

Mr. Tayler. No. 

Senator Foraker. I am sorry to have interrupted you. 

Senator Overman. I understood you to say that before the presi- 
dent spoke tl y had an election andelected Mr. Grant 

Doctor Buckley. Yes, sir; and the election was most extraor- 
din ary in character. 

The Chairman. Was that after the president spoke? 

Senator Overman. No; before. 

Doctor Buckley. No; before. It was after Mr. Roberts spoke. 

The Chairman. Proceed. 

Mr. Tayler. Describe this election. 

Doctor Buckley. I put it in one paragraph and described it abso- 
lutely at the time, and I think I can save time by just reading the 
single paragraph : 

"The method of voting was specially interesting. It was done by 
the uplifted hand. Officers are not said to be elected, but 4 sustained.* 
The authorities prepare the list, read the names, and the vote sus- 
tains them or otherwise. This word is used all the way through. 
After sustaining the president of primaries and counselors, secre- 
tary and treasurer of the primaries, the president and counselors of 
the Young Ladies' Association, and the first general superintendent 
of the Young Men's Association, President Smith was sustained, as 
were his assistants, Heber J. Grant and B. H. Roberto. The secre- 
tary and treasurer, musical director and assistant, and all the aids 
were sustained." * * * 

None of the so-called ;< bosses " of the country have ever attained 
such control as was here 1 manifest. 

"Ail the votes were unanimous, and as the name of each proposed 
officer was read a great forest of hands was raised with mechanical 
precision. 

" In one case the reader of the report made a mistake and read a 
name which should not have been, but the nomination was unani- 
mously sustained. Immediately afterwards, the mistake being dis- 
covered, the right name was put and that was unanimously sustained. 
The time kept by the great organ and the choir was perfect, but not 
more so than the time kept by these voters." 

That is all upon that point. 

Mr. Tayler. You may proceed to state what President Joseph F. 
Smith said in relation to the subject to which I have referred— plural 
marriage* celestial marriage, cohabitation with plural wives, or his 
appearance before this committee. 

Doctor Buckley. President Smith began with these exact words: 

u I have been requested to m&ke some remarks relative to the great 
and important subject of marriage, but as I have very little time in 
which to speak I can not hope to say all that might be said on this 
subject" '■, i : 

That was the opening. 
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•Hi began by saying that a great many people in the world rjgani 
Marriage as a mere business or social contract, terminated at death, 
and governed largely by laws of convenience aha the laws of the land, 
in force and effect only for this life. The result of this custom is 
thai the yoke of matrimony sits very easily upon the shoulders of most 
mea, ana also upon many women. The latter, however, assume the 
gveattr responsibilities in this relation, as they have to bear the burden 
of motherhood," 

This language was true of Mr. Smith. He said these things, but 
he elaborated. Where it was vital I committed it to memory. I 
ought to say, perhaps, that owing to illness, which prevented me from 
writing lor seven years, except m signing checks, etc, or some little 
business of that kind, when I was a young man, I had to acquire the 
power of being able to recite for weeks at a time everything that 
interested me, and I make no notes of any kind. I will say that a 
Mormon wrote for the rest of my manuscript, which I had not used. 
He wanted to get it I am certain as to the language, more so 
than the average stenographer would be, for he might misunderstand. 
His a peculiar thing, Guftlt is a fact, and everything that I have here 
in quotation marks I have no hesitation in declaring was verbatim. 

"I hold and feel that the responsibility of the man in entering 
Upon married life should be just as great as that of the womaa. The 
world holds the ties of wedlock in light esteem. The secular press is 
filed with slurring allusions, coarse jokes, and caustic jibes at the 
marriage relation. Men, and many of the women, consider the oath 
of fidelity in the marriage ceremony with ill -concealed contempt All 
this results in licentiousness and widespread immorality." 

He then read from the first chapter of Genesis the passages about 
mating men in male and female, and then said this : 

" When Adam and Eve were created the command was that they 
should multiply and replenish the earth. They were formed in the 
image and likeness of God, and bound together not for this life alone, 
but lor time and eternity, a custom which God designed should be 
perpetuated in the earth. This was not a civil contract, but a con- 
tract wrought out by God for the guidance and rule of life of His 
children." 

He then threw out an intimation that God is male and female, and 
then proceeded : 

a From this portion of the Scriptures we learn that marriage was 
Intended to continue through all ages. It was formed for immortal 
beings; it is not a civil contract until death shall thus part ; it is a con- 
tract between two immortal beings, to continue both in this world and 
in the next I repeat it, the word of the Lord is that man was made 
in the image and likeness of God, male and female." 

That he powerfully emphasized. 

**This fact people will not understand and its application to the 
question of marriage they will hot comprehend. Neither will they 
comprehend the teachings of the Gospel.* 
' That is what he said at that time pn that point 

* He then returned to the subject previously mentioned. 'Mar- 
rtago is a standing joke with many* In entertainments marriage is 
BMe light of. In many of the newspapers jokes are cracked and 
remarks are printed ridiculing the holy institution of matrimony. 
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It is abominable. This state of things is one of the curses of the 
world to-day.* " 

He then expatiated for about ten minutes on the extremes to 
which divorce nas gone. Up to this time his general style had been 
that of a kind old gentleman who was preparing himself for further 
application ; he opened his matter. Up to that time he looked like 
. a man 75 years of age from where I stood, but subsequently I saw 
him and I also ascertained his age ; but at this point he lifted himself 
up to his full height and he exclaimed : 

u This sort of thing can not exist in Zion with impunity." 

That is, the divorce business or trifling about marriage. 

He then spoke of the mothers of his children. 

" The mothers of my children were given to me by God as saints 
of God* I thank them for what they have been and are to me." 

I turned this into the third person as a narrative. 

w I thank them for what they have been and are to me." 

u He alluded to the jokes that men make upon mothers-in-law, 
and declared that it shows a degraded condition of society. One of 
these close listeners whispered to another : ' I wonder if he will dare 
to say M mothers-in-law, and a negative opinion was riven. Hardly 
had the words been uttered before he exclaimed: 4 Many people in 
this world joke about their mothers-in-law, as if to have a mother- 
in-law is one of the curses of humanity. I want to say now, to you 
all, that the best friends I ever had nave been my mothers-in-law. 
I loved and honored them and shall ever hold their memory sacred. 
They were true women and worthy of their daughters.'" 

The audience, notwithstanding they knew that he had 5 living 
wives and 45 children, heard this statement quietly and respectfully. 
He uttered it with solemnity, with reverence, and with pathos. He 
then took up, one by one. several New Testament passages, and 
attempted to harmonize them with Mormon ism. He took up the case 
of the Sadducees when they said to Christ, " Whose wife is she in the 
resurrection ?" He read what Christ said in reply, and then said that 
Christ u intimates that she belonged only to the one to whom God had 
given her." * * * " Soon after uttering these words a great 
change took place in his manner. His voice rang out as strong and 

clear as that of William J. Bryan " 

I am reading from the paper. 

" He was not defiant, but most earnestly definite and determined as 
he exclaimed : * I dare not and can not cast aside those to whom God 
in His infinite 1 wisdom has joined me for time and for eternity. I 
dare not and will not cast aside the mothers of my children. If I 
did I should forfeit all the blessings that God will bestow upon those 
who are faithful to their trust. If 1 did I should be forever damned 
and be forever deprived of the companionship of God, my wives, my 
sons, my daughters, and all those most dear to me throughout 
eternity. 

a 4 1 am not a coward or a craven thing* I may be driven to the last 
extremity, but I would not shrink from exile, imprisonment, or any 
earthly hardship that might come tome in fulfilling mv duty to God 
and man. When it comes, however, to throwing aside all hope of 
future hijppiness, all expectation of continued union with those I 
love, I will not make such a sacrifice. I dare not and can hot. I am 
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not prepared to forfeit en eternal inheritance by yielding to the em- 
toma of the world. I can not, I dare not risk eternal damnation by 
{Hitting away the responsibilities which God has placed upon me. 
But rather I will be true to my duty, true to my trust, true to my God, 
my wives and my children.' " 
' He concluded by showing that Mormonism was not a system of 
adultery, but a system of marriage, and concluded with this passage, 
finally : 

u Whosoever looketh on a woman to lust after her hath committed 
adultery with her already in his heart," and called upon the people to 
avoid adultery as they would a pestilence. 

Now. so far as the quotations are concerned, where they are strictly 
marked in as quotations, they are absolutely correct, and in order to 
make them correct beyond all doubt before publishing them, . I exhib- 
ited them to three respectable persons who heard them at the t£me* 

Mr. Taylee. I think that is all I wish to ask Doctor Buckley. 

The Chairman. Do you know whether the twelve apostles were 
present at this meeting f « 

Doctor Buckley. All the apostles that were in town, that were 
there at all, were there. All the dignitaries were there that they 
could muster. 

Hie Chaihman. Do you know Senator Smoot! 

Doctor Buckley. I <fo not. 

The Chaihman. You would not be able to state whether he was 
there or not 

Doctor Buckley. No, sir; and I only knew who were there by my 
guide, a friend of mine who lived there. He pointed out such and 
such men to me. But when I found that President Smith was going 
to speak naturally enough I concentrated my attention more particu- 
larly on every motion be made and every word he said. He rose at 
different times to do different things as chairman, but he did not say 
anything on these subjects except in this long address. 

x no v^ hathm an. I do not remember exactly what you said about 
Apostle Grant 

l)octor Buckley. I said nothing about him, except that in the 
voting he and B. H. Roberts were sustained as assistants to President 
Smith in his duties as president of the Women's Association and the 
Young Men's. 

Senator Overman. Was Smith nominated for the position, or how 
was it reported by the secretary! 

Doctor Buckley. The secretary just came forward and read the 
list prepared by the committee or the authorities. 

Senator Ovekman. What committee or what authorities? 

Doctor Buckely. It was the committee to nominate— a nominating 
committee; a nominating committee for all the general officers of the 
association . 

«The authorities prepare the list, read the names, and the vote 
sustains them or otherwise." 

They do not use the word u elected " at any time or place. 

Senator Overman. You do not know what authorities prepared 
the list— -whether the twelve apostles, or who? 

Doctor Buckley. Undoubtedly the president himself and his 
twelve counselors; but that is an inference. 
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Senator Ovxxmaw. There was nothing said about that in the 
meeting! * 

Doctor Buckley. Nothing. He said "those who had been pre- 
pared/ He made some remark about the general confidence that 
they exhibited in the authorities. 

Senator Forakkr. Have you any personal knowledge of Senator 
Smoot that you can give t 

Doctor Buckley. None whatever. You would hardly consider 
what they said to me about Senator Smoot as knowledge. 

Senator Foraker. I was not inquiring for what the people had 
said by hearsay. . 

Doctor Buckley. No. While I was there I asked all sorts of peo- 
ple, Mormons and others, whom I met how Senator Smoot stood 
in the whole community, the whole general community, and I got 
plenty of answers. Would it be proper for me to say that not a 
syllable was breathed against him ; that many commended him 
highly? 

Senator Foraker. I was not inquiring for hearsay information 
about him. My purpose was simply to ascertain whether you had 
anv personal knowledge of him in which we would be interested. > 

The Chairman. One question for my own information, to see that 
I am not mistaken. Did I understand you to say that Mr. Smith, 
in his sermon, carried the idea that to abandon a multiplicity of 
wives would be visited with eternal damnation ? 
Doctor Buckley, Yes, sir; most definitely; and he carried the 
- idea, however, that polygamy was suspended ; that only those who 
had wives, situated as he was, were in that condition. He appeared 
all the time on that subject like a man who was under the terrific 
pressure of uncontrollable circumstances; his manner was such. 
When he said " I will not," he did not say it in the sense that Brig- 
ham Young in the speech I heard him make thirty-five years ago 
defied the Government But it was the condition of a man who was 
forced by the circunistances. It was rather pathetic, and there was 
not anything bitter in it from one end to the other. 

Senator Foraker. What did he say about the suspension of polyg- 
amy or the recognition by the church of its suspension ? 

Doctor Buckley. He did not say anything beyond that except a 
single general implication. He was strictly personal relative to his 
wives; absolutely so; and he uttered a paragraph, a very short para- 
graph, that he would not have uttered if he had not assumed that the 
audience knew the Woodruff revelation and other matters. But he 
was strictlv personal relative to his own wives. 

Senator Foraker. How did he come to speak personally of his own 
affairs in the public address? Was there anything that led up to it? 
Was there anything special? 

Doctor Buckley. Certainly; Mr. Roberts had spoken twchty>five 
or thirty minutes about the matter, and at the close of that passage I 
read, referring to President Smith coming down here and having' an 

unequal conflict 

Senator Foraker. Yes, I remember that. f 
Doctor Buckley. That was his keynote. , v 

The Chairman. Speaking of this manifesto, did he speak of it as 
temporary f 
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Doctor Buckley. No ; sir; he said nothing definite on that subject, 
but before he came to his own wives and himself he spoke of the com- 
mon knowledge of the people. They all knew that he had the wives— 
the five wives. Their residences are there. The same day f went to 
every one of them. They all knew that I saw him walking back 
with one of his wives after the affair was over. He assumed that 
knowledge, and he assumed that they knew that he had his wives 
there and that he had been down here and had testified to that fact, 
and he simply passed out of his exposition of the Scriptures by an 
implication and took up his own case; and the last twenty-five min- 
utes of it — speaking now without regard to accuracy; it might have 
been a half hour, it might have been only twenty minutes— he talked 
entirely on that subject until he came to his conclusion, with regard 
to the purity of Mormon lives. 

The Chairman. He spoke with earnestness, I understood you to 

Doctor Buckley. Yes, sir; very great earnestness. 

TJie Chairman. And he said that the continued living with a mul- 
tiplicity of wives taken before the manifesto was necessary for eter- 
nal salvation ? 

Doctor Buckley. He did not affirm that He said that for him to 
leave them, to forsake them, would cause him eternal damnation, and 
he would have to give up all the joys of heaven and everything else 
if he cut himself on from- them. 

The Chairman. And it would be the same with anyone else situ- 
ated as he was situated ? 

Doctor Buckley. Unquestionably I carried that, and I think he 
intended that to be carried. 

Senator Foraker. Was there anything in the address that seemed 
to advise plural marriages! 

Doctor Buckley. No, sir. 

Senator Foraker. From this time on t 

Doctor Buckley. No, sir; there was an implication that they were 
over. That was a part of that paragraph. 
Senator Foraker. So I understood. 
Doctor Buckley. Yes, sir. 

Senator Foraker. I will askyou a question in regard to what you 
heard with respect to Senator Smoot We are interested in learning 
everything we can about him. Did anyone tell you about his having 
plural wives or his relation on that subject f 

Doctor Buckley. Every person I saw—and the number was as 
many as I could see at the principal hotel, at a churjh to which I 
went, where there were more than a thousand people, with scores of 
whom I spoke afterwards— wherever I asked the question, " What 
kind of a man is Mr. Smoot," whether he was a polygamist or any- 
body believed he was a polygamist, I am compelled to say that I did 
not find, either in California, where I had been for months at a con- 
•f mention, or while I was in Utah, a single person who said one word 
against Mr. Smoot Nor did I find one person who believed that he 
had ever been married to anyone but his wife or had otherwise lived 
With any woman who was not his Wife. That is the fact in the case. 
Republicans and Democrats, Mormons and Gentiles, all talked in 
that way. How manjr I saw I can not cell, for I did not expect ever 
to keep that fact in mind as of any importance. 
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The Chairman. You are not only compelled to say that, but I sup- 
pose you are glad to say it 
Doetor Buckley. Certainly. 
The Chairman. As we are all to hear it. , 

Doctor Buckley. Certainly. I have no more interest in this ease 
before your committee than I would have in the case of a Catholic, or 
a Dowieite,or a Unitarian, or a Spiritualist, or anybody else. 

Senator Foraker. We assume that We are only trying to get the 

facts in the case. 

Doctor Buckley. That is all. But I wrote my article with ex- 
treme care. 

Senator Foraker. Let those articles be embodied in the record. 
They are not very lengthy. They have been commented on. I think, 
if there is no objection on the part of the members of the committee, 
the articles which Doctor Buckley has commented upon and which 
were written by him should be inserted in the record. 

The Chairman. I understood the Doctor to read from the articles 
that he had written. 

Senator Foraker. Yes; but he did so only in part I should like 
to see the whole articles in the record. 

Doctor Buckley. I read everything I quoted with quotation marks 
from President Smith. The things that he said, verbatim, are just 
as he said them, and to make sure I put them in quotation marks. 

Senator Foraker. My suggestion is made because I think it would 
be rather an interesting contribution to the literature on the subject 

Mr. Tayler. I think it would be well, and I will adopt the suggest . 
tion right here, lest we forget it, to offer in evidence these two arti- 
cles written by Doctor Buckley. But I do not want them to displace 
his own narrative of the occurrence. 

Senator Foraker. Of course not. 

Mr. Tayler. It will be a repetition to a certain extent 

Senator Foraker. Let the articles be printed. 

Doctor Buckley. If I may be permitted to make one statement 
here ♦ 

The Chairman. If there be no objection, these articles will be em- 
bodied in the record. 
Doctor Buckley. Let me say that the Deseret News, which usually 

this 

zen tfiat it certainly 
as it appeared, and he wrote me that it was not printed, and would not 
be, but he sent me two other papers, Gentile papers, wJhich contained 
very nearly verbatim reports of these particular paragraphs, and by 
comparing them with this when they came I found that there were 
only six or seven departures in some words that had been misunder- 
stood either by me or by the stenographer. That is the history of 
the document . m 

The Chairman (to Mr. Worthington). Have you any questions! 

Mr. Worthington. Allow me to look over the articles first to see 
whether we have any questions. «, . . * * 

Mr. Tayler. Doctor, I understand you to affirm positively that 
what you have quoted here as having been said by Joseph F. Smith 
on that occasion was said by him practically in those words? 

Doctor Buckley. I say that where I have given the quotation 
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marks those wefce'tlie' yfww" wcHrdt*' Of* course there might be a differ- 
ence as toe definite article or an indefinite article, but I refer to the 
nouns end the verbs, the root, idee word*. 

Mr. Taylee. It is not merely y<*ir interpretation of the substance f 

Doctor BuOexey, Oh, not it ell; not where the quotation marks 
ate. I considerexi it a historic occaaioiu 

Mr. Wcttrranwiioir. In this article, which purports to giro the sub- 
stance of what President Smith said, I hare not been able to find any 
jceference to what you told us he said upon the subject of the mani- 
festo and of plural marriages being forbidden in the future. Was 
there anything of that kind in your report? 

Doctor Buckley. No, sir. Perhaps you did not catch my words, 
It was not a definite statement. It was an implication that they 
understood the situation ; that it had been disposed of, and so on. 

Mr^'WoBTHiHOTOw. Whatever it was, it does not appear in this 
article? 

Doctor Bucexby. No, sir; it was of no value, because there is no 
dispute on that point 

Mr. Wcethinoton. You assume that everybody understood that 
plural marriages were forbidden? 

Doctor Buokjubt. Tes, sir ; and that they assumed he had several 
wives. That was just assumed 

Mr. Woethinotoh. The last article which has been offered in 
evidence, containing the witnesses' report of what took place, goes 
ori and contains his comments upon venous things and matters; what 
he heard and learned from other people, having no reference to what 
took place in the tabernacle. It would hardly be competent here for 
aj^jpppose..- . 

Doctor Buckley. Certainly not That was entirely apart from 
this matter. 

Mr. WoETHnrcrcoH. I suggest that the witness confine it to the 
report of the proceedings in the tabernacle. 

Mr. Taylee. I think not We had no objection to Doctor Buckley 
stating, in reply to Senator Foraker's question, everything good that 
he had heard about Senator Smoot We did not have any desire to 
conceal it The observations that Doctor Buckley made on that point 
h«ve gone in evidence. Let us have all of his comments, I think 
that would be fair. 

Senator Fobakee. I did not ask any questions with the idea of 
bringing out anything that was mere hearsay. My inquiry was 
whether or not he had any personal knowledge, and he made the an* 
swer he did, with which we are all familiar. Then, without knowing 
whet his answer would be, I asked him the further question later 
Whether he had heard from any of these people with whom he had 
talked about Senator Smoot that he was charged with having plural 
wives, thinking that if he had heard such statements it would be 
proper matter for us to investigate by calling the parties who gave 
him the inforinatloa,if there were any such parties. 

Senator Dubois. You say, Doctor, you do not know whether Apos- 

tiStnoot was present at this time? 
Doctor Btrcmgf * I sal halfway down in the center. The gentle- 
iato;Who took me in, a citizen of the place with whom I was at 
the time, J^ted' to a* audi and such men, telling me that they 
itfiMAic^ But 
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I do not recollect that he pointed out Apostle Smoot. I do not know 
whether he was there or not. 

Senator Forakeb. What day of the month was thatf 

Doctor Buckley. It was the first Sunday in June. 

Senator Forakeb. The first Sunday ? 

Doctor Buckiey. The first Sunday in June. 

Senator Forakeb. I do not remember the day of the month* 

Doctor Buckley. I will look it up. 

Senator Dubois. If Apostle Smoot was present, did tie sustain 
Joseph Smith and Heber Grant and Brigham H. Roberts? 

Doctor Buckley. I could not say. There was a most extraordinary 
forest of hands— — 

Senator Dubois. I will put it in another way. Did anyone refuse 
to sustain these three officers f 

Doctor Buckley. There was not a sound. There was nothing but 
a forest of hands all over. Of course the Gentiles did not vote. I 
sat right in the body, of Mormons and was astonished at the unan- 
imity ? at their knowing, the hymns without having any hymn books, 
and singing lustily, and very many other things that had no bearing 
on this. 

Mr. Wobthington. Who was the citizen who pointed out the 
apostles to you ? 

Doctor Buckley. Rev. Benjamin Young, pastor of the First Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church. 

Mr. Wobthington. With respect to the paragraphs of your report 
which purport to be Verbatim, how soon after you heard these dis- 
courses was it that they were reduced to writing? 

Doctor Buckley. They were reduced to writing on the cars, more 
or less, as I left the place. 

Mr. Wobthington. How long was that after you heard the dis- 
courses! 

Doctor Buckley. A day or two. 

Mr. Wobthington. Could you state more definitely than thatf 
Doctor Buckley. No, sir. TA pause.] I can by thinking. I went 
from there to Denver by daylight and I made notes in my book of 
these performances, but whether I wrote down these particular pas- 
sages that you speak of between Salt Lake and Denver, where I 
stayed three days at a college commencement, or whether I wrote 
them down afterwards, as I went on to Minneapolis, I can not say. 
But I can say this, that a thing of that kind I could recite verbatim 
for weeks and weeks together, 1 provided I had my mind made up to 
write upon it 

Mr. Wobthington. As a matter of fact, then, it might have been 
a week after you heard the discourse before these passages which 
appear in quotation marks in your article were reduced to writing! 

Doctor Buckley. I should hardly think 

Mr. Wobthington. You say you were three days in Denver? 

Doctor Buckley. I can not say. I brought back a whole lot of 
scribbling relative to dates and places, and just exactly when I Wrote 
this I can not say. But I know I had my letter all thought out from 
beginning to encf before I went to f>ed that night. 

Mr. Tattler. The language of it then was consciously fixed in your 
mind immediately f 
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Doctor Booklet. Yes, instantly; and hall the language of the 
■ letter* 

The question was raised as to the date of the first Sunday in 
June- 

Senator Fobakbb. We have ascertained it by reference to a 
calendar. 
The Chairman. It was the 5th. 
Senator Forakek. It was the 5th. 

Doctor Buckley. Yes; it was the 5th. The regular meeting had 
been going on since the preceding Friday. 

The Chaibman. Ana this Sunday you speak of was the 5th of 
June! 

Doctor Buckley. Yes, sir; the 5th of June. It was declared to be 
the first utterance of importance that President Smith made after his 
visit here. 

The Ohaxemak. Is there anything further, gentlemen f 
Mr. Wokthinoton. I think not 
The Chahucah. 'Mr. Teyler, call the next witness. 
Mr. Taylbe. Call Mr. George Keynolds. 

Mr. WoETHiNOTow. The committee did not pass on the objection I 
made to the entire article and the suggestion that what shall appear in 
the record be confined to where Doctor Buckley undertakes to de- 
scribe what took place at this meeting. 

Let me say that I understand, Mr. Chairman, there is great anxiety 
to dose this matter; but I do not see how it can ever be closed if we 
are to*have not only reports of meetings of this kind, but general talk 
about the situation that writers happen to gather on the streets, or 
wherever they maybe. 

Doctor Buckley. May I say that I do not think this part should go 
in, because this was the end of three letters, and after I finished with 
the president I went on to write suggestions about the Mormon situa- 
tion, with special reference to whether Christians could make any 
headway in converting them, and it has nothing to do with this case. 
Senator Foeakeb. I withdraw the request I made. 
Doctor Buckley. For the most part that is the character of the last 



"ft* Chaibmah . the request is withdrawn. 
Senator Fobakbb* I thought it was only a descriptive account of the 
roneting 

MtTTaylee. I think the counsel would have no objection—and I 
think that is what Senator Foraker had in mind— to the insertion in 
Hie record of that part of the articles which describes the meeting, 

Mr. Woethuwtoh. We have no objection to putting in the record 
what refers to the meeting. 

The Chairman. Counsel can 'agree upon the part of the articles 
which are to appear, and they will be put in the record. 

Mr. WoKCTiiwroN (to Mr. Tayler) . You draw your pencil through 
what you think ought not to go in, and we will look at it later. 

Mr. Taylbe. Very well. 

The articles, an it was agreed that they should appear in the record, 
are as follows: 
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IN SALT LAKB CUT. 

The Rev. Benjamin Young, the pastor of the First Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Salt Lake City, has only been in that position 
a rew months* Prior to that time he was pastor of Asbury Church, 
in Denver, Colo*, and previous to that in Other churches in Colorado 
conference. . At the general conference he asked me to preach in 
Salt Lake City on the morning of the first Sabbath in June. I con- 
sented to do so if certain arrangements could be made, arid if Mr. 
Young conducts everything assumed by or committed to him with 
as much accuracy, promptitude, and genuine courtesy as he displayed 
in this case, he not only ought to succeed there, but everywhere that 
he may go. What a lubricating effect courtesy has upon dusty and 
wayworn travelers! Though there is truth in the proverb that over- 
doing a courtesy is better than underdoing it, ostentation and indif- 
ference are alike exposed to the danger of being distasteful or 
misunderstood. The train was much delayed, arriving several 
hours late. I found myself more weary, than at any period in the six 
weeks of travel and work; but under Mr. Young's treatment the 
lassitude was dissipated in five minutes and never returned. 

Sunday morning; was bright and beautiful; the church— a large 
one— was crowdedT There were many general conference delegates 
and visitors present and, in addition to the excursionists going East, 
there were several Methodists and members of other Christian con- 
gregations in the East who were going West The society, as I found 
by conversing with various members, is in a very hopeful condition, 
pleased with its new pastor and his family, and expecting to share the 
prosperity to which other Protestant pastors and the rapidly growiu ~ 
population look forward. The church has a problem on its han< 
that must be speedily decided: Whether to enlarge and beautify the 
present Jbuilding, tear down and rebuild on the site now occupied, or 
to sell the same and build elsewhere. Young as Salt Lake City is, it 
has a down-town and an up-town problem. The present building is 
of brick. We have seen many churches recently in process of erection 
while the congregation continued to attend services in the old build- 
ing on the same spot, and it seems quite often a reasonable method of 
proceeding to build the walls of the new and worship in the old till 
the time to complete the interior arrives. 

The present church is admirably suited from many points of view, 
but the judgment of an occasional visitor amounts to out little in such 
cases. The choir and organist not only led the people efficiently in 
congregational singing, but executed the parts entirely taken by them- * 
selves in a creditable manner, and in one instance the performance 
was so fine as to leave a very pleasant recollection. 

THK SERVICES III THE MOBMON TABEBNACLB. 

MA Young had informed me in Los Angeles that I would not have 
the opportunity, which I had had on former occasions, of attending 
service* %i the tabernacle, as the first Sunday in the month is ft fast 

a Doc 486, 59-1, vol 2 2 
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day and the tabernacle is not open on that day except on special occa- 
sionfl, and he knew of nothing to break the ordinary rule. Much to 
my gratification a special occasion occurred, and one of greater inter- 
est, probably, than any that has taken piece there for many years. It 
was the general conference of the Young Ladies' and Young Hen's 
Mutual Improvement Associations of Mormonism. tn the morning, 
it convened at assembly hall, and held meetings in the tabernacle at 
S and 7.80 p. tn. The earl v meeting was devoted to essays and com- 
ments upon them. The subjects selected and discussed were pertinent, 
and the first might well be discussed among Methodists. It was 
* Reverence for our places of worship.' 9 * After much discussion this 
resolution was passed: 

u Be it resolved by the officers of ' the Yoitng Ladies* and Younq 
Men's Mutual Improvement Associations , in Conference assembled, 
That we will exert every effort to persuade the members of our asso- 
ciations to join us in developing in the hearts of the young people a 
sentiment of reverence for sacred places and sacred things, and to 
unite with us in refraining from talk, laughter, and all unseemly con- 
duct in our worshiping assemblages, and in keeping all our places of 
worship clean, well ventilated, and attractive." . 

"The responsibility of officers " was another theme, and one of the 

fomte emphasized was punctuality in keeping promises. M The social 
fe n also was discussed, and apparently, from the reports, most intel- 
ligently. The tabernacle was crowded below and well filled above in 
the afternoon. The great organ and choir fulfilled the reputation 
which they have, though I was told that bjiite a large number of the 
baas singers of the choir were absent. The iworum of the Mormons, 
young and old, was reverential and from every Joint of view equal to 
what* have seen at any very large congregation of Protestants or 
Catholics, and much above the average. 

The young people scattered through the building conducted them- 
selves 'well; they listened to all the proceedings. When the voting 
look place, of which there was constdetHl>le, I had an opportunity 
of seeing who were Mormons and who, were hot, and this gave me 
also the further opportunity of observing the behavior of hundreds 
of them. Long hymns were given out, and everywhere the Mormons 
Jbok part in the singing, and many of the vottng 1 pedple were able to 
mg eight or nine verses without the books, very few had books. 
iMm, prayers that were offered during the afternoon were just such 
as might have been offered in ordinary Christian churches. The 
tenet of sanctimoniousness were not more marked than elsewhere, 
and one or two of the prayers certainly carried to the ear either the 
accents of sincerity and nanetity or an imitation of them which 
would rank the persons offering the prayers with the great actors 
*oiti*wori<L 

BO0OTS AS AN OBATOS. 

The first speaker was Mr* H. Roberts, who was deprived of his 
seat in the House of Representatives for violation of the Edmunds 
>M*v Roberts is considered one of Hie best speakers they have— 
mto gentleman told me the very best His manner was dignified, 
though his enunciation was not rapid, neither was it slow enough U> 



BUD SHOOT. 



19 



be tedious. His style generally would be fit for a legislative body 
or s set oration on some historical anniversary, Ostensibly he was 
delivering ah address of welcome. He set forth thai the conference 
was more or less in the nature of a legislative gathering, the purpose 
being to devise m^ans for the moral ujplifting and advancement of 



the work of the association to ttyat of ah artist, which was gradually 
brought but tlirougb constant effort intelligently and systematically 
directed* fte considered himself standing in the midst of the work 
of the pioneer^ and made a fine point in tfie way of comparison when 
he said that the Latter-Day Saints would yet destroy the misconcep- 
tions of the world concerning them if they had tb do it in monu- 
ments of stone, referring at the time to the superb temple so near. 

Me referred to a cartoon published in Collier's Weekly, labeled 
44 A Latter-Day Saint," which represented a Mormon with the coun- 
tenance and manner of a cunning libertine. In striking contrast to 
it he said there was in the same paper a splendid picture of President 
Joseph F. Smith, which in itself gave the lie to the insinuation 
sought to be drawn out, and stamped the authors and instigators of 
the libelous caricature as men prompted by a desire to oppose the 
truth. At this point he paid a flighty Wrought tribute to President 
Smith, spoke without reserve of the investigation at Washington and 
of the able manner in which President Smith acquitted himself as a 
withess. He uttered this sentence: " Placed before the leading men 
of the nation, engaged in an unequal conflict with the Government, 
he met them as an honest man, a product of Mormonism, and gave to 
the nation the truth concerning a despised people. w . 

The address was exceedingly well calculated to make a great im- 
pression on the young Mormons present and upon anv intelligent 
strangers fr^ other countries who Knew nothing about the Mormons. 
Having read the testimony of B. H. Roberts, in which it was con- 
clusively proved that he had married polygamously and concealed the 
fact of niarrying his third wife from his two wives already existing, 
1 saw in him only a shrewd special pleader. His references to Presi- 
dent Smith lost a little by prolongation. Whoever praises to excess 
not only invites, but usually elicits, criticism of the object of his 
eulogy. 

President Elmina S. Taylor, of the Young Ladies' Association, Was 
to speak, but was physically unable to do so. Her second counselor, 
Mrs. Martha H. Tingey, spoke, and did so with as much of a heart- 
felt and earnest manner as would be heard in our woman's mission- 
ary societies. One of the speakers discussed the cooperation of 
parents in home preparation. He set forth that the natural elements 
of their situation were such as to jproduce great singers in the whole 
region, to say nothing of what legion the young people believe in: 
but he added that this religion embraces everything upbuilding and 
ennobling and calculated to develop the verv highest type of manhood 
and womanhood. He maintained that if the parents did not prepare 
the boy he would find the meetings fiat and unprofitable. The <r boy 
must be brought face to face with the fact that he is the architect of 
his own fate, ahd must be taught to father ftie thought in the lesson 
and then generate it" Pleasant home study was the only antidote 
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Let anyone who thinks Mormonism, likely speedily to die read the 
statistics which the secretary of the Young Men's Improvement Asso- 
ciations read concerning that and the Young Indies' Mutual 
Improvement Associations. 

It was reported that there are 684 associations in aH of the Young 
Ladies' Mutual Improvement Associations, with a total enrollment 
of 25,288 and an average attendance per week of 12,185. The library 
record showed a total fist of 11,784 different drawer^ of books. TV 
total number of primary associations, feeders of the Young Ladiet 
Mutual Improvement Associations, resembling the Junior League in 
the Methodist Church, is 659; the total enrollment for the past year 
amounted to 46,008, with an average weekly attendance of 20,582. 
This is the report only of the Young Ladies' Mutual Improvement 
Associations. 

The Young Men's Associations number 662, their total member- 
ship being 80,863 and the weekly attendance 14,881. These figures 
show that the total of all the associations was 2,005, the total member- 
ship 102,104, and the average attendance' each week 47,048. 

The method of voting was specially interesting. It was done by 
the uplifted hand. Officers are not said to be elected, but " sustained/' 
The authorities prepare the list, read the names, and the vote sustains 
them or otherwise* This word is used all the way through. After 
sustaining the president of primaries and counselors, secretary and 
, treasurer of the primaries, the president and counselors of the Y oung 
Ladies' Association, and the first general superintendent of the Young 
Men's Association, President Smith was sustained, as were his assist- 
ants. Heber J. Grant and B. H, Roberts. The secretary and treasurer, 
musical director and assistant, and all the aids were sustained. Even 
the political bosses of the country— the Quays, the Platte, the Crokers, 
the Hills— have never attained such control as was manifest here. 

All the votes were unanimous, and as the name of each proposed 
oftcer was read a great forest oi hands was raised with mechanical 
precision. 

In one case the reader of the report made a mistake and read a 
name which should not have been. But the nomination was unani- 
mously sustained. Immediately afterwards, the mistake being dis- 
covered, the right name was put and that was unanimously sustained. 
Th» time kept ny the great organ and the choir was perfect, but not 
more so than the time kept by these voters. 

J. M B. 

(Mltortal Utter.) 

TOT UNCOMPROMISING ATTITUDE OF THE HEAD OF THE MORMON OHT7BCH. 

At the beginning of the afternoon service President Joseph Smith 
had expressed the hope that all present would secure seats and remain 
seated until the close oi the meeting, so as not to disturb the exer- 
dm*. As the exercises were very long, notwithstanding the courteous 
itP^ks of the premdent quite a number of delegates to the general 
conference and others took their departure when they were little 
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more than half through and received therefor punishment as was 
most meet, for they lost the opportunity of hearing one of the most 
extraordinary addressee ever delivered by a president of the Mormon 
church; indeed* it became a historic occasion* After Professor Mc- 
Clelland had exquisitely rendered upon th: organ, "Home, Sweet 
Home," President Smith addressed the conference, beginning thus: 

A MILD SENSATION. 

* I have been requested to make some remarks relative to the great 
and important subject of marriage ; but as I have very little time in 
which to speak, I can not hope to say all that might be said on this 
subject" ; ; 

This was received with a smile of satisfaction by the Gentiles and 
with a look of interest by the Mormons. President Smith is tall 
and stalwart, with a long, gray beard, and at a distance in the Taber- 
nacle appeared much older than he is. His voice is of the tenor 
quality and seemed somewhat weak in the early part of his dis- 
cburse. I suppose that at the present time no subject in the world 
would have interested Mormons and non-Mormons so much as the 
one announced. It has been but a few months since, in response to 
an authoritative summons by the Senate, he appeared before a com- 
mittee and was cross-examined by the ablest men in the United States 
Senate ; and because he frankly acknowledged the situation and 
apparently directly answered all the questions put to him (except 
such as related to the hidden recesses or the Temple, where the secret 
archives^ of Mormonism are kept, the arcana, in fact, which no Gen- 
tile eye can see) definitely, however inconsistent he appeared, some 
spoke very slightingly of his appearance on that occasion. In speak- 
ing his intonations were very pleasant, as was also the expression of 
his countenance; his appearance was patriarchal 

THE ADDRESS. * 

He began by saying that a great many people in the world regard 
marriage as a mere business or social contract, terminated at death, 
and governed largely by laws of convenience and the laws of the 
land, in force and effect only for this life. The result of this custom 
is that the yoke of matrimony sits very easily upon the shoulders of 
most men, and also upon many women. The latter, however, assume 
the greater responsibility in this relation, as they have to bear the 
burden of motherhood. " I hold and feel that the responsibility pf 
the man in entering upon married life should be just as great as that 
of the woman. The world holds the ties of wedlock in light esteem. 
The secular press is filled with slurring allusidns, coarse jokes, and 
caustic jibes at the marriage relation. Men, and many of the women, 
consider the oath of fidelity in the marriage ceremony with ill- 
concealed contempt All this results in licentiousness and widespread 
immoraHty." 

He read passages from the first chapter of Genesis, particularly 
these verses: 

"And God said, Let us make man in our image, after our likeness: 
And let them have dominion over 3ie fish of the sea, and over the 
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fowl of the air, and over the cattle, end over all the earth, and oyer 
every creeping thing that creepeth upon the earth. 
m * ^ created mail in His owfl image, in ihe image of God cre- 



ated He htm ; male and female created lie them." 

After this/ he said, when -Mem and Eve were created, the com- 
mand was th*t they should multiply and replenish the earth. They 
were formed in the image and likeness of God, and bound together 
not for this life alone, but for tune am} eternity, a custom which God 
designed should be perpetuated in the earth. This was not a civil 
oontraoU but a contract wrought out by God for the guidance and 
rule of life of His children. 

, ; If e threw out an intimation that God is male and female : w From 
this portion of the Scriptures wo learn that marriage was intended 
to continue through all ages. It was formed for immortal beings; it 
is not a civil contract until death shall thus part; it is a contract 
between two immortal beings, to continue both in this world end in 
the next. I repeat it, the word of the tord is that man was made m 
the linage and likeness of God, male and female. This fact people 
will not understand, and its application to the question of marriage 
they will not comprehend. Neither will they comprehend the teach- 
ings of the Gospel" r 

He then returned to the subject previously mentioned : " Mamage 
is * standing joke with many, In entertainments marriage is made 
light of. In many of the newspapers jokes are cracked and remarks 
are printed ridiculing the holy institution of matrimony. It is 
abommahle. This state of things is one of the curses of the world 
toJirF Here he denounced in a manner to be approved by every 
pure-minded jperson ahd lover of home the extaanes to which divorce 
has gone, wid expressed his belief that the ludicrous aspect in which 
wSage is placed by toe jokes made by men upon women and 
imennpon men has much to do with it Lifting himself to his Ml 
*it» he stretched out his hand over the vast assembly, and said, 
- sort of thing can notearist in Zion with impunity." 

su 
w« 

I'tfttftfc-fll OM, and thahjmd them for what they had been 
» ^tdm. He alluded to the jokes that men make upon moth- 





the words been uttered before he exclaimed : " Many peo- 
™ w _ World joke-about their mothers ; in-law, as if to have a 
«ri>ttiar-in*law is one of the curses of humanity. I want to say now 

Bye* all that the best friends I ever had have been my mothers-in- 
4, I loved and honored them and shall ever hold their memory 
mm*. They were true women and worthy of their daughters." 

1 testify that the g?ceat audience, who knew that the president has 
* wives living and forty-five children, heard this statement quietly 
mectfully, and if they had not done so they would have been 
uedby the seaming sincerity and depth of feeling with which he 
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He did not flinch, and took up one by one several New Testament 
passages and attempted to harmonize them with Mormonism. For 
instance, he read Luke XX, 27-85, Where the woman -'wis married suc- 
cessively to seven brothers under Jewish law. This passage over- 
throws his whole system, for when the Sadducees said unto him ? 
" Whose wife is she m the resurrection f * Christ replied : ■■' ' 

" The children of this world marry, and are jiven in marriage : but 
they which shall be accounted worthy to obtain that world, and the 
resurrection from the dead, neither marry, nor are given in marriage : 
neither can they die any morel for they are equal unto the angels: 
and are thi children of God, being the children of the resurrection.'' 

But President Smith thus undertook to dispose of it: Christ inti- 
mates that she belonged only to the one to whom God had given her. 
In the same way, when Horace Greeley asked Brigham Young how 
he harmonized his numerous wives with the passage, "Let every 
bishop be the husband of one wife," the foxy Brigham Young 
answered: "This means that he must have one at least; he can not 
be an unmarried man." 

Neither fanaticism nor hypocrisy finds much difficulty in interpret- 
ing Scripture so as to make it suit its needs. 

Soon after uttering these words a great change took place in his 
manner. His voice rang out as strong and clear as that of William 
J. Bryan; he was not defiant, but most earnestly definite and deter- 
mined as he exclaimed: " I dare not and can not cast aside those to 
whom God in his infinite wisdom has joined me for time and for eter- 
nity. I dare not and will not cast aside the mothers of my children. 
If I did, I should forfeit all the blessings that God will bestow upon 
those who are faithful to their trust. If I did I should be forever 
damned and be forever deprived of the companionship of God, my 
wives, my sons, my daughters, and all those most dear to me through* 
out eternity. 

" I am not a coward or a craven thing. I may be driven to the last 
extremity, but I Would not shrink from exile, imprisonment, or any 
earthly hardship that might come to me in fulfilling my duty to God 
and man. When it comes, however, to throwing aside all hope of 
future happiness, ail expectation of continued union with those 1 love, 
I will not make such a sacrifice. I dare not and can not. I am not 
prepared to forfeit an eternal inheritance by yielding to the customs 
of the world, I can riot, I dare not risk eternal damnation by putting 
away the responsibilities which God has placed upon me. But rather 
I will be true to my duty, true to my trust, true to my God, my wives, 
and hiy children.* 

In conclusion he assured the people that the Mormon system is 
not a system of adultery nor of concubinage, but a system of marriage, 
and pleaded with Latter-Day Saints to enter into it in the manner 
appointed by God, and said the blessings of life and posterity would 
result. He pleaded also for the purity of the home, and affirmed that 
there are none more pure in all the earth than the homes of the Latter- 
Day Saints. He concluded with the passage, " Whosoever looketh on 
a woman to lust after her hath committed adultery with her already 
in his hearty and called upon the people to avoid adultery as they 
would a pestilence. 
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Gwioi Karaou*, being duly sworn, was examined and testified 
as follows: 

Mr. Tatxjeb. Where do you live, Mir. Keynoldsf 
Mr. SnrwoLos. I live in Salt Lake City. 
Mr. Tatxjol How long have you lived there? 
Mr. Svtholds. Since J uly, 1 805. 

Mr. Tayla*. You are a member of and an officer in the Church of 
Jasos Christ of Latter-Day Saints! 
Mr. Bstkolds. I am* 

Mr. Tatubb. How long have you been a member of that church? 
Mr. Bstkoids. I was baptized in 1856. 

Mr. TAYtBB. So that for some years before going to that country 
you watt a Mormon ? 
Mr. Rstholds. 

Mr. Tatlml What official jsosition in the church do you hold? 
Mr. Rstkolds. I am one of the first seven presidents of the seventy. 
Mr. Tatuul Any other position ? 

Mr. Bitkolos. I am the first assistant superintendent of the Sun- 
day schools of the church. 

Mr. Tatuw, Do you hold any other position . . ^ 

Mr. Rantou*. Not actually in the church, I am one of the church 
secretaries. That is my business. . • 

Mr. Tatujs. In what work are you mostly employed? 

Mr. Kbxholds. I am mostly employed in the missionary department 
of the church. I am the secretary of the missionary committee of the 
apciitlaSi ' '.'■■! : - ; .-?:y.i-- 

MrTTATUtfu Secretary of the missionary committee of the apostles? 

Mr. Rstkolds. Yes, sir. That is where most of my work is done. ^ 

Mr. Tatuou Your time, ss X gather from what you say, is wholly 
occupied by your duties to the church organisation! 

m.X*T7XOU*. Yea,air5 Imaysayso, 

Mr. Tatuhl Have you named all the positions which you occupy ? 

]fip* IbtrvoLos. I am associate editor of the Juvenile Instructor, the 
OMftfi of the Sunday schools, if you consider that a church position. 

Mr. Tatuo. What relation do you sustain to the keeping of the 
records of the church ? 

Mr. Bamtou*. None, sir. 

Mr. Tatzjsu You make no certificates of records of the church? 
Mr. Bjitmoim. I have done so in years past 
Mr. Tatubl What position did you hold then? 
Mr. Bancou*. I was at that time the clerk or recorder of the 
endowment houso. . 
; Mr. TAftwa. When was that ? 

Mr. Hirxotos, It was many years ago that I was the recorder, and 
aisce that time at various periods I have bean asked for certificates, 
jgfgfcfjNrihr hp behalf of persons who had married soldiers, and whose 
fttstaad* were dead, and who were endeavoring to get pensions. I 
have made out certificates wife regard to that. 

Mr. Tatubl You have made out certificates t 

Mr. Banroina. Yea, 
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Mr, Tayler* How recently have you made out each a certificate! 

Mr, Reynolds. I hare no idea whatever. 
Mr, Tayler. You have ho idea whatever? 
Mr. Reynolds, Not the leant. 

Mr* Ta rue*. That is, you do not know whether you made it ant 
within the last year f 

Mr. i Reynolds. No: I think not 

Mr. Tayler. You think not? 
- Mr. Reynolds. I believe not 

Mr. Tayler, Within the last two years? 

Mr. Reynolds* I believe not According to my best recollection, I 
have not 

Mr. Tayler. Within the last live years f 

Mr. Reynolds. I may have done it lam not sure. 

Mr. Tayler. You may have done so. What position did you hold 
when you last made out a certificate of that kind? 

Mr. Reynolds. I held the position I occupy now, but the marriage 
took place in all probability at the time that I was acting as the ire* 
corder in the endowment house, and the books at that time I had 
access to* 

Mr. Tayler. That is to say, you had access to the books? 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Say five years ago, when you held the same official po- 
sitions that you now hold ? 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. • 

The Chairman. May I ask a question right here! What year did 
you cease to be recorder in the endowment house? 

Mr. Reynolds. It is so long ago I can not tell you. 

The Chairman. Do you foiow whether it was ten, or twenty* or 
thirty years ago? 

Mr. Reynolds. I have never acted in the endowment house as re- 
corder since, to the best of my knowledge, 1871. 

The Chairman. I wanted to get the date. 

Mr. Worthinoton. The endowment house was torn down in 1890 
or 1801. 

Mr. Reynolds. Somewhere about there. 

Mr. Tayler. You say the endowment house was torn down in 1800. 
Do you mean that a spiritual edifice in which endowments are taken 
was annihilated in 1890? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes; by the direction of the president of tfie 
church, 

Mr. Tayler. By direction of the president of the church? Nobody 
has taken an endowment since then? 

Mr. Reynolds. The endowments are continued in the temples. 

Mr. Tayler. Of course. Then, when you speak of the endowment 
house being taken down you mean some physical, temporal structure? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir; I mean a house in the common accept** 
tion of the word. 

Mr. Tayler. So the endowment house spiritually exists? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. But people take endowments still ? 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes; they stiir take endowments. 
Mr. Tayler. When you say the endowment house was taken down 
you merely mean that some particular edifice was taken down! 




down. • , 

Mr, Taylbb. You certified to marriages at the time when you held 
the same positions that you hold now f 

Mr. Reynolds, Tea, sir ; but the records were accessible to me. 

Mr. Taylbb. Were accessible t6 yoiif How accessible to yon ? 

Mr. Reynolds. Some of them were in my possession at that time. 

Mr. Taylbb. What was the title of your office then? 

Mr. Rbynolds. I was one of the secretaries of the church. 

Mr. Taylbb. Are you now! 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Mr; Taylbb. Are tjiev in your custody now or under your control t 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. ' 

Mr. Taylbb. Have you access to them! 

Mr. Rbynolds. No. 

Mr. Taylbb. How or why noil 

Mr. Rbynolds. They were taken Away several years ago. 
Mr. Taylbb. Taken away from where? 
Mr. Rbynolds. Taken away from the office where I worked. 
Mr, Taylbb. So that where you worked when you gave the certifi- 
cates the records were? 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Taylbb. Where was that place f 
Mr. Rbynolds. In the office of the president of the church. 
Mr. Taylbb. When were they taken away from there ? 
; Mr. Rbynolds. Several years ago; how long, I have no recollection. 
Mr. Taylbb. Was it a matter of any interest or consequence that 



Rbynolds. t scarcely understand your question. 
Mr. Taylbb. I mean did it make any impression on your mind that 



Rbynolds. Nothing particular."" 
Mr. Taylbb. Where were they taken f 
Mr. Rbynolds. I understand they were taken to the temple. 
Mr. Taylbb. Do you understand they ire there now? 
Mr. Rbynolds. I do not know : I have not seen them since. 
Mr. Taylbb. Who is the custodian of them ? 
Mr. Reynolds. That would be very difficult for me to say. I think 
I can say truthfully I do not know. 
Mr. Taylbb. Have you any idea who has custody of them ? 
Mr. Reynolds. The most probable persons are the recorders in the 
temple. 

Mr. Taylbb. Who are they? 

Mr. Reynolds. There are several of them, Mr. Nicholson being 
one. 

Mr. Taylbb. Who is the chief? 
# Mr. Reynolds. Mr. Nicholson. 

Mr. Taylbb. Who are his assistants? 

Mr. Reynolds. I can not tell the names of all of them. 

Mr. Taylbb. How long is it since you have acted in any way in 
relation to these records? , \ 

Mr. Rbynolds. In granting certificates! 

Mr. Taylbb. Yes. 

Mr. Reynolds. I told, you T could not remember. It was a thing 





of very small importance in the performance of my daily duties and 
made no impression on me.. 

Mr. Taylbr. The matter of giving certificates while the records 
were under your eye was a matter of daily occurrence? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; not of daily occurrence. I gave only a 
few. But it came in the regular routine of my work as secretary. 

Mr. Taylbr. And you gave them ! 

Mr. Reynolds. I gave them on going to the records and comparing 
them. I gave a copy of the entry and certified thereto. 

Mr. Taylbr. Yoq at that time had access to the marriage records 
of the church ? 

Mr. Reynolds. To those that had been performed in the Endow- 
ment House. , 

Mr. Taylbr. Did you have there any record of the marriages per- 
formed otherwise or elsewhere than in the Endowment House which 
was taken dow n f 

Mr. Reynolds. There are some' that were performed in the early 
days in the office of President Brigham Young and in the temple 
at Nauvoo. 

Mr. Taylbr. And no record of the marriages that occurred in the 
temple at Salt Lake? 

Mr. Reynolds. None. 

Mr. Taylbr. Where was that record kept ? 

Mr. Reynolds. I imagine it was kept in the temple. 

Mr. Taylbr. You imagine it was kept in the temple! 

Mr. Reynolds. I do not know that I have ever seen it 

Mr. Taylbr. Was this record that you saw a separate book wjhich 
contained only a certain class of records, or the record of a certain 
class of marriages — that is, occurring within a certain period ? 

Jdr. Reynolds. There were a large numlter of small books that con- 
tained records of various ordinances "that had been performed at 
different times—marriages and work for tho dead and other things* 

Mr. Taylbr. So that the records of the different ordinances were 
kept in separate books, according to the kind of ordinance? 

Mr. Reynolds. No. Sometimes the same book contained various 
ordinances, sometimes not. 

Mr. Tayler. Was there any system by which those records were 
kept? 

Mr. Reynolds. The system apparently changed with the condi- 
tion of the people. When we first went to Utah conditions were dif- 
ferent from what they are now, and paper was very scarce, and the 
records were all put together in one small book. 

Mr. Taylbr. One small book? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You say that up to the time that you ceased to have 
personal knowledge of these records they were kept in a good many 
different books — small books. 

Mr, Reynolds, Yes, sir; small books. 

Mr. Tayler. How recent were the records of which you have 
knowledge and to which you had access? 

Mr. Reynolds. Prior to the opening of the temple, as far as Salt 
T^ake City is concerned. 

Mr. Tayler. Prior to the opening of the temple? 

Mr. Rbynolds. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Tatzjsb, When was the temple opened? 
Mr. Bsyxolds. In 1898, 1 believe. 

Senator Ovbrmajt. I should like to ask a question right here. Yon 
Siyjthose books contained records of marriage and the work for the 

•Nr..: RjmfOLDS. -Ti|(i|jj^»V = >■■:■■' 

Senator Ovbemax. What do yon mean by work for the dead? 
J fpr. Biyhouds. We believe it takes as much to save a dead man or 
wb as a living man or woman, and every ordinance necessary for 
Ai salvation of a living person, performed by themselves, can be done 
bjjproxies or their heirs, such as baptism, ordination. 
Imiator OvnMAK. Yon baptize people after they are dead? 
iff* Rbtnou*. YeSjSir. 

flttaator Ovkshax. You marry people after they are dead? 
Mr. Rbtmolos. Yes, sir. 

felator Ovjoxan. And people are saved after they are dead? 
. Bstxoum. We believe that the mercy of the Lord continues 
through all eternity, and thai the plan of salvation is not confined to 
this Sort life alone, but when persons die they go into the spirit 
world and are still subject to the mercy of the Lord. 
Senator Ovuhak. They are married and given in marriage after 

Mr. RaYHOLDS. Yes, sir; as on earth. 

Senator Ovbkmax. As on earth t 

Mr. HirxoLOS. Yes: by their representatives here. 

Senator Ovsbman. Yon have a form of baptism after death? 
' 'STBanfouMi Yes* sir; a form of baptism for those who are dead, 

■jtr. Tayleb. Is that all on that point, Senator? 
■ - Senator Ovsjlman. Yes. vi-'v; . . ., ■ . ; • . 

lb. Tatuol As you have a certain method of taring in marriage, 
do you also have one for severing the marriage relation ? ^ 

Mr. Reynolds, Yes, sir; the church grants divorce of those who 
have been married for time and eternity. For the legal wives that 
is not done until the courts have acted and separated the parties. For 
plural wives— that is, marriages which are not recognised by the 
law, they are, granted divorces on application, without any action of 
It* courts, because the courts will take no action, as they do not 
recognize the marriage* 

Senator Fobakhl Are these divorce proceedings confined to the 
living? You spoke of marriages after death. 

Mr* Reynolds. I have known vet* rarely of a woman seeking to 
Hba separated from her husband after he was dead, and the president 
of the church hearing her statement has directed that the marriage 
be canceled on the records. . , . A . A . 4| 

Senator Fokakbs. Do you say you have heard of that frequently 
or infrequently t 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir: not frequently. Once in a long while. 

Mr. Tayuuu Is it not also customary for those who have been mar- 
ried solely for sterna—that is to say, a living tierson married to a 
dead person— to have that marriage also dissolved ? . . . 

Mr Reynolds. I have no recollection of ever having heard of 
such a thing or having to do with anything of that kind. I presume 
it is possible. 

MtTTatijol It is possible! 
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Mr. Reynolds. It is possible; but it has not come in iny experi- 
ence, according to my present recollection, 

Mr. Tatlsr. How often have you known of a divorce being granted 
by the church to a man or a woman whose husband or wife, as the 
case may be, had died f 

Mr. Reynolds. I can not answer that question. 

Mr. Tayler. Many times? 

Mr, Reynolds, I should not call it many ; a few I should say. 

Senator Fobaker. You confined your statement, as I understood 
yon, to cases where women had applied for divorces from husbands 
who were deceased ? 

Hr. Reynolds, Yes, sir. 

Senator Foraker. Have there been any cases where the husband 
has applied for a divorce from the wife who was deceased? 
Mr. Reynolds. Never to ray knowledge. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you now whether the church grants a divorce, in 
so far as the church can do so, to what are called legally married, per- 
sons prior to the order of the court in that respect ? 

Mr. Reynolds. In the earlv history of the church in Utah they did 
so, but for very many years they have not done so. 

Mr. Taylfr. Ordinarily- 

Senator Foraker. Mr. Tayler, if I do not interrupt you 

Mr. Tayler. Not at all. 

Senator Foraker. I should like to ask another question before we 
get away from the matter. It is about these divorces that are granted 
to women from their husbands who are deceased. Is that divorce ? in 
the few cases you have referred to, granted on account of something 
that the man did in lifetime or something he is supposed to have done 
after death ? 

Mr. Reynolds. In lifetime. We do not know anything they do 
after death. 

Senator Foraker. The proceeding is taken against him without 
making him a party or giving him a chance to be heard f 

Mr. Keynolds. That is exactly it, and that is why so few have been 
granted, because it has been regarded as unjust to the person who 
could not appear. But when the wife produced evidence sufficient to 
cause it to be evident that he had done certain things, making him un- 
worthy of bein^ her husband, then the divorce has sometimes been 
granted. 

Senator Foraker. Is anyone appointed to defend the dead man in 
such cases? 
Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Senator Foraker. The proceeding is purely ex parte? 
Mr. Reynolds. Purely. 

Mr. Tayler. Then the man who dies, the fortunate possessor of a 
half a dozen wives, has no assurance that he will find them at the end ; 
that is to say, the church on earth has the power to dissolve after a 
man's death the bonds of matrimony that have tied him to several 
wives? \ 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. I understand you to say that the power exists and 
is exercised through the president of the church ? 
Mr. Reynolds. When exercised, it is exercised through the presi- 
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dent of the church. He is the only man who his the right to seal and 
to loose. 

The OnAiBiirAK. The president alone. 

Mr. Tatlee. So that, in so far as celestial marriage is concerned, 
the relation of husband and wife in the future world, the president of 
the church has absolute control of the fact of that relation and can 
dissolve it at will ? 

Mr. Reynolds. That is the theory* 

Senator Ovebman. What notice do you receive that a person who is 
dead desires baptism? 

Mr, Reynolds. As a general thing it is done by the descendants of 
the dead — the son, the daughter, the grandson, the granddaughter, 
or other relative— who feel an interest in the salvation of their ances- 
tors, and go and perform the work. Sometimes they will be notified 
in mams or visions or by direct communication from the dead that 
they wish this done. But as a general thing it is done by reason of 
the love and regard they bear for their ancestors. 

Senator Overman. The communication generally comes by a dreamt 

Mr. Reynolds. If any communication comes at all ; but as a general 
thing there is no communication, only what they deem the inspiration 
of the spirit of the Lord to do the work. 

Mr. tatlee. That applies generally to those who in their lifetime 
did not have the opportunity of learning of the Mormon Church and 
its belief t - : •.•>.:•". 

Mr. Reynolds. Those who have not had the opportunity to accept 
the Gospel in its fullness as now preached upon earth. 

Thereupon (at 11 o'clock and 50 minutes a. m.) the committee took 
a recess until $ o'clock p. in. 

The committee reassembled at the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaibm an. The witness will resume the stand. 

nflTIMOrr OF OlOmOl MTBOMfk-^tinaed. 

Qnowm Reynolds having been previously sworn, was examined, 
and testified as follows: ^ 

Mr. Tatlee. Mr. Reynolds, how long is it since you have had any- 
fliDjtelfe withthe . t 

Tff. Reynolds. What am I to understand by " the official records ? » 

Mr. Tatlee. Very well. What official records of the church do you 
have anything to do with now! 
Mr. Reynolds. None. 
Mr. Tatlee. None? 

Mr. Tatlee. Very well Tell us when you had anything to do with 
the official records of the church. 

Mr. Retnolds. It is so long ego as to most of them that I can not 
answer that ; some years with regard to most of them. The last I 
had in my possession was the divorce record. 

Mr. Tatlee* How long ago was that! ; 

Mr. Retnolds. I have had that until quite lately, 

; m^Vmm. Until quite lately t 

Mr. Retnolds. Yes, 
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Mr. Tayleb. That is, you mean within a few years f 

Mr. Reynolds, No; I mean within a few weeks. 

Mr. Tayler. Those records are kept in a separate volume, are they t 

Mr. Reynolds. The divorce records? 

Mr. Tayleb. Yes. 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. How long have they been kept in a separate volume! 
Mr. Reynolds. As far as I know, ever since the going of the 
church to Utah. 'That is 'niy best recollection. 
Mr. Tayleb. Who has possession of them now f 
Mr. Reynolds. I don't know, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. AVhat did yon do with them? 

Mr. Reynolds. The last I saw of them they were in a room in the 
president's office. 
Sir. Tayleb. How long had they been there? 
Mr. Reynolds. In the president's office? 
Mr. Tayleb. Yes. 

Mr. Reynolds. They have been there ever since my recollection 
extends. 

Mr. Tayleb. A few weeks ago they were removed from the presi- 
dent's office? 

Mr. Reynolds. I can't say that they were removed, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. You can not say that they were removed ? 

Mr. Reynolds. No. The last time I looked in the drawer where 
they generally were with other papers I didn't see them there. They 
might have been simply temporarily removed. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you any reason to believe they are not there 
now ? 

Mr. Reynolds, No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. So far as you know, then, they are there? 
Mr. Reynolds. So far as I know, they are somewhere there in the 
office. 

Mrl Tayleb. What other official records are there? 

Mr. Reynolds. There are no records relating to the Temple or to 
anything that Jrou have been making inquiry of me in regard to since 
I have been on the witness stand, as far as my knowledge extends. 

Mr. Tayleb. Now tell me how long is it since any of them were 
there. 

Mr. Reynolds. I told you that this morning. 

Mr. Tayleb. I have forgotten if you said it. 

Mr. Reynolds. I said I could not remember how long it was. It 
is some years ago since they were removed out of the office, but how 
many years I don't know, nor can I recollect. 

Mr. Tayleb. I want to revert now to the subject we had up just 
before the recess, respecting the power and authority of the head of 
the church to grant divorces or dissolve the marriage relation. It has 
always been true, has it not, since the church was organized, that the 
president of the church had that authority? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir; as a religious body. Of course he don't 
pretend to give legal divorces. 

Mr. Tayleb. And never did! * 

Mr. Reynolds. And never did, to my knowledge. > 
Mr. Tayleb. But in so.far as the church recognized the marriage, 
he has, and has had authority to dissolve itf 
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Mr. Riynolds. To give an ecclesiastical divorce ; yes, dr. 

Mr. Tayler. And when an ecclesiastical divorce was given, the 
church no longer concerned itself with or recognized the marriage 
relation as existing t 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir, 

Mr. Tayler. You are familiar with the several volumes printed by 
the church called " Journal of Discourses f w 

Mr. Reynolds. I have read them sometimes, sir. I am not familiar 
with them. They ceased to be published a number of years ago. 

Mr. Tayleh. It is a well-known publication, is it not, among your 
people? 

Mr. Reynolds. It was when it was published. 
Mr. Tayler. Is it not known now! 

Mr. Reynolds. It ceased to be published many years ago. , 

Mr. Tayleb. Yes; it ceased to be published, out it has not gone 
out of the knowledge or memory of men, has it? 

Mr. Reynolds. Not of the older members, sir; but the copies pre- 
served are very few. Very few of our people have ever seen it. 

Mr. Tayler. You think very few of your people read the discourses 
of Brigham Young? 

Mr. Reynolds. Far fewer than there ought to be, in my opinion. 

Mr. Tayleb. I only want to call attention to a statement of the 
doctrine you have just referred to, which seems to me to accord 
with what you have said, to ask you whether it is recogpized 
bv the church as correctly representing your view of the authority of 
the president of the church in this matter of severing the marital 

Mr. Worth ington. What is the date of that f 
Mr. Tayler; This is a book in the Congressional Library. I did 
not want to have it put in the record. I will ask you to look at the 

-hook. ■'■ ■■fe 

Mr. Wobthin oton . Will you give me the date? 

Mr. Tayler. I hold in my hand a book the title page of which is 
as follows : 

"Journal of discourses by Brigham Young, president of the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, his two counsellors, and 
the twelve apostles. Reported by G. D. Watt, and humbly dedicated 
to the Latter Day Saints in all the world. Vol IV. Liverpool: 
Edited and published by S* W. Richards, 42, Islington. London: 
Latter Day Saints' Book Depot, 85, Jewin Street, City. 1857." 

The boot is in fact what it purports to be, is it not, from that title 
tiKyou understand it? 

fir* Reynolds. As I understand it; yes, sir. 

Mr, Tayler, This book, as you are aware, contains a large number 
of sermons and discourses by various officials of the Mormon Church, 
as recited in the title page, and among them Brigham Young. Now, 
on page 55 of this volume, in a sermon entitled " The people of God 
disciplined by trials— Atonement by the shedding of Mood— Our 
H eavenly Father— A privilege given to all the married sisters in 
XMk A discourse by President Brigham Young, delivered in the 
Bowery, Great Salt Lake City, September 21, 1856," I find the 
following: 

" If**, for my wropositioiL It is more particularly for my sisters, 
aa it is frequently happening that women fey they are unhappy. Men 
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will say. * My wile, though a mose excellent woman, has not seen a 
happy day since I took my second wife; no, not a happy day for a 
year/ says one. And another has not seen a happy day for five yearn 
It is said that women are tied down and abused; that they are mis- 
used and have not the liberty they ought to have; that many of 
them are wading through a perfect flood of tears because of the con- 
duct of some men, together with their own folly. 

" I wish my own women to understand that what I am going to say 
is for them as well as others, and I want those who are here to tell 
their sisters, yes, all the women of this community, and then write it 
back to the States, and do as you please with it I am going to 
give you from this time to the 6th day of October next for reflection, 
mat you may determine whether you wish to stay with your husbands 
or not, and then I am going to set every woman at liberty and say to 
them: 4 Now, go your way, my women with the rest, go your way.' 
And my wives hive got to do one of two things-wither round up 
their shoulders to endure the afflictions of this world and live their 
religion or they may leave, for I will not have them about me. I 
will go into heaven alone rather than have scratching and fighting 
around me. I will set all at liberty." 

Do you understand that to be an expression by Brigham Young of 
the doctrine of authority to divorce? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; he spoke as an individual with regard to 
his wives. I don't understand that he spoke as the president of the 
church. 

Mr. Taylek. I did not put my question that way. 

Mr. Reynolds. Excuse me, then, sir; I so understood it. 

Mr. Tayler. I will ask the stenographer to repeat the question. 

The question was read, as follows: 

" Do you understand that to be an expression by Brigham Young 
of the doctrine of authority to divorce f " 

Mr. Reynolds. No; I don't think it related to his official authority 
as president of the church to divorce. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you mean that Brigham Young did not intend by 
that language to say that if certain things did not happen he would 
divorce these women ? 

Mr. Reynolds. He certainly did not do it 

Mr. Tayler. I am not asking if he did. I am asking you whether 
that was what he meant by that statement. 

Mr. Reynolds. I don't think he meant it at that time, 

Mr. Tayler. Then what do you think he meant by itt 

Mr. Reynolds. I simply think that he was talking as a man does 
sometimes when he gets annoyed and did not mean what he said. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you understand that that was habitual with Brig- 
ham Young? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; but it was occasional. 

Mr. Tayler. And when he made this proclamation to his people he 
did not intend ever to exercise it?* 

Mr. Reynolds. That is my understanding. 

Mr. Tayleb. That may be true; but do you mean that he did not 
intend to be interpreted as assuming the power and ability to do it? 

8. Doc. 486, 69-1, vol 2 3 
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Mr. Barxo&DS. It don't strike me at all in that light 

Mt. Tayxjr. It doesnot? 

Mr. Bbtnolds. I dent believe it: no, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbr. What do you think he meant when he said this, imme- 
diately after what I have read: 

** I will set all at hberty. ' What, first wife, too? ' Yes; I will 
liberate you alL" 

What did he mean br that! * 

Mr, Bancou*. If no was serious, he meant ecclesiastically he 
wouTd liberate them. 

Mr. Tatuo. What do you mean by "liberate them? " 

Mr. Rstnoxjm. What I believe he intended to say was to free them 
from their marriage relations; but I don't believe ne was serious for 
a moment. ' ■ 

Mr. Tatxbe* That is the same thing, is it not, as you have stated to 
us the President now has authority to do? 

Mr. Rbtnolos. Yes; but he doesn't do it. only when it is brought 
before him in a regular manner by the complainant* 

Mr. Tayxjol Exactly. 

Mr. Bbtnolds. Not on general principles. 

Mr. Tatucr. la there any limitation on the method by which the 
president shall exercise that authority t 

Mr. Rbtnolds. It is either on the complaint of the party directly, 
either personally or in writing, by complaint made through their local 
officere--~their bishops. 

Mr. Tatleb. Where did the president of the church get his author- 
ity to loose on earth! 

Mir. Rsraouas. By that same authority and revelation that gave 
him the authority to Tbind on each. 

Mr. Tatuml Precisely. Was that authority given to him with any 
limitation! 

Mr, Rstnou*. Only those limitations that righteousness and jus- 
tice require. 

Mr. WoBTHnffOSON. That authority is in writing in the books, is it 
not, Mr. Tayler! 
Mr. Tatuol I suspect it is. 
Who is the judge of what are righteous limitations? 
lfr# Bammm* He must be. 

Mr. Tatuce. Proceeding with this sermon of Brigham Young's I 



* I know what my women will say ; they will say, ' You can have as 
many women as you please, Brigham.' But I want to go somewhere 
and do something to get rid of the whiners; I do not want them to 
receive a part of the truth and spurn the rest out of doors. 

#1 wish my women and Brother Kimball's and Brother Grant's 
to leave, and every woman in this Territory, or else say in their hearts 
that they will embrace the Gospel^-the whole of it. Tell the Gentiles 
that I will free every woman in this/Territory at our next conference, 
1 What, the first wife, too!' Yes, there shall not be one held in bond- 
age! ail shall be set free. And then let the father be the head of the 
family, the master of his own household; and let him treat them as 
in angel would treat them; and let the wives and the children say 
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amen to what he says, and be subject to his dictates, instead of their 
dictating the man, instead of their trying to govern him." 

Now, to what extent, Mr, Eeynolds, is that doctrine declared by 
Brigham Young— whether he intended to exercise it or not upon 
those women—aualified by the teachings of the church to-day, that 
the president of the church might, as Brigham Young declared he 
would, dissolve the marriage relation? 

Mr. Reynolds. I have never read that discourse before, and I dont 
know what to say with regard to it I don't think I fully under- 
stand your question. 

Mr. Tayler. The stenographer will read it 

The question was read, as follows: 

" Now, to what extent, Mr. Reynolds, is that doctrine declared by 
Brigham Young— whether he intended to exercise it or not upon 
those women— qualified by the teachings of the church to-day, that 
the president 01 the church might, as Brigham Young declared he 
would, dissolve the marriage relation ?" 

Mr. Reynolds. I don't believe that the president of the church 
claims to-day any right to dissolve the marriage relation of anyone 
but those who make application to him for that marriage to be dis- 
solved and show causes why it should be dissolved. 

Mr. Tayler. The president of the church, as you have stated, dis- 
solves what we call the legal marriage as well as the plural marriage 
relation, does he not? * 

Mr. Reynolds, After the parties who have been legally married 
have been divorced by the courts, and not without 

Mr. Tayler. Before you grant a divorce on that ground, do you 
always know that that is the fact? 

Mr. Reynolds. Always. If it is not so stated when the matter 
has been brought before me, I have invariably made the inquiry. 

Mr. Tayler. Has that business always been in your charge, or has 
it for many years been in your charge? 

Mr. Reynolds. On and off for many years, but not always. I have 
been absent from home a great deal. 

Mr. Tayler, I want to show you a document which I will ask yon 
to read and tell me about it. 

Mr. Reynolds. Do you wish me to read it? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Aloud? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes; read it aloud. 

Mr. Worthington. Let me see it, to see if there is any objection to 
it, before you read it. 

The Chairman. What does that purport to be? 

Mr. Worthington. It purports to be an agreement between a hus- 
band and a wife to dissolve the marriage relation. 

Senator McComas. What year is that? 

Mr. Worthington. 1897. 

Mr. RBYNOLDS^readirig) : 

"Triplicate. Know all persons by these presents that we, the 
undersigned, George T. Wataon and Ellen Elsmore Watson, his wife, 
before her marriage to him Ellen Elsmore, do hereby mutually cove- 
nant, promise, andagree to dissolve all the relations which have hith- 
erto existed between us as husband and wife; and to keep ourselves 
separate sad apart from each other from this time forth. 
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" In witness whereof we have hereunto set our hands, at San Fran- 
cisco and Salt Lake City, this 15th day of January* 1897. 

u Gboboe T. Watson. 
"Ellin Elsmobb Watson. 

u Signed in the presence of— • 
^«E. H. Nye. 
u Geo. Reynolds. " 

Mr. Taylbb. That was signed by one of them, at least, in your pres- 
ence, was it? 
Mr. Reynolds. By the woman, sir/ 

Mr. Taylbb. Was this the dissolution of a plural or legal mar- 



riage f 

Mr. 



Reynolds. I don't remember. 
Mr. Taylbb, The certificate is in the same form in either case, 
is it! 

Mr. Reynolds. In either case. ...... i. . 

Mr. Taylbb. If this was the certificate of the dissolution of a legal 
marriage, so called, then it was issued after you were informed or had 
shown To you that a civil divorce has been granted? 
" Mr. Reynolds. YeB|ri&^^ 

Mr. Taylbb. This is headed "Triplicate." What is the signifi- 
cance of that word at the time of this certificate? 

Mr. Reynolds. The original is kept in the office 

Mr. Taylbb. Of the church! 

Mr. Reynolds. Of the church. The duplicate is given to the man 
and the triplicate to the woman, as evidence of the separation. 

Mr. Taylbb, When vou signed that certificate you had knowl- 
edge, of course, of the fact that they had been married, had you not? 

fir. Reynolds. I should take that for granted, on the statement of 
the parties that they had been*" 

Mr. Taylbb. If the parties came in and said they had been married, 
you would take that for granted, would you! 

Mr. Reynolds. I never thought of doubting the statement of per- 
ms who came into the office or wrote letters saying they were married 
at a certain time and at a certain place, as they generally did, and 
requested a divorce. 

Mr. Taylbb, What relation would Mr. Nicholson have to this sort 
of a transaction! 

Mr. Reynolds. None whatever, sir, only as he might sign one as 
a witness, as I have done that one* 

Mr. Taylbb. What is his office! 
* Mr. Reynolds. His office is in the Salt Lake Temple. That is, the 
recorder's office is there. I can't say it is his. He works there. 

Mr. Taylbb. And where do you work! 

Mr. Reynolds. I work in the president's office. 

Mr. Taylbb* Which is not in the te^mble! 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir: it is an office t>y itself, 

Mr. Taylbb. Yes; so I supposed. How long have you known Mr. 
WSeholson! 

Mr. Reynolds. Probably since 1861, 1862, or 1868. I can not reo- 
ollect the first time I saw nim. 

W*TMrum* tm are the Reynolds whose case appears in the case 
of Reynolds v, Utah ! 



BHD 8M00T. 87 

Mr. Reynolds. Reynolds tvThe United States, 
Mr. Tayleb. Yes ; that is true. It was your case that was decided 
along in 1878 or 1879? 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir 
Mr. Wobthtnoton. 1878. 
Mr. Tayleb. Are you a polygamistf 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Senator Overman. Mr. Reynolds, you stated you were the assistant 
superintendent of Sunday schools. Who is the general superintend- 
ent? 

Mr. Reynolds. The president of the church, President John F. 
Smith. 

Mr. Tayleb. Are you on the general board of education? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Have you been on that board ? 

Mr. Reynolds. Never. I was its secretary. 

Mr. Tayleb. You were its secretary? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. You are not now? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. You have stated, have you, all of the official positions 
in the church that you hold? 
Mr. Reynolds. I believe so; all that I recollect 
Mr. Tayleb. How many wives have you ? 

Mr. Reynolds. I have two. My legal wife is dead. My other two 
are plural wives and are living at the present time. ~ 
Mr. Tayleb. Have you any daughters married in polygamy? 
Mr. Reynolds. I believe I have one. 
Mr. Tayleb. To whom is she married ? 

Mr. Reynolds. If married, she is married to Benjamin Guff, jr. 

Mr. Tayleb. When was she married to him? 

Mr. Reynolds. I have no idea. 

Mr. Taixbb. How old is she? 

Mr. Reynolds. Probably 31, or probably more. 

Mr. Tayleb. You do not mean that she is indefinitely 31 or more? 

Mr. Reynolds. No ; I mean to say I don't remember at the present 
time her exact age. I couldn't tell you when her birthday was. 

Mr. Tayleb. You do not mean that she might be 40? 

Mr. Reynolds. Certainly not. 
- Mr. Tayleb. I did not think you meant to be uncandid in the , 
answer or to have any wide margin. But she is about 31 ? 

Mr. Reynolds. She is about 31. 

Mr. Tayleb. When did you first have the idea that she was married 
to Benjamin Guff ? 

Mr. Reynolds. A few years ago. 

Mr. Tayleb. What was he doing at that time? 

Mr, Reynolds. I think he was in South America; but as to that 
my memory wont serve me with accuracy. 

Mr. Tayleb. She was there then, was she? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; she was in Mexico. 

Mr* Tayleb. When was it that he was in South America? 

Mr. Rbynoids, He was in charge of an exploring expedition. It 
was a few years ago* but I don't remember when. I had no particu- 
lar interest in it. 
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Mr. Tatlbb. About four or five years ago! 
Mr. Rbtnolds. Yes; that is about it 

Mr. Tatubb. Prior to that time where had your daughter been 
living! 

Mr. Reynolds. My daughter had been living largely in Provo. 

Mr. Tatlbb. With her mother! 

Mr. Rbtnolds. No, air: her mother is dead. 

Mr. Tatlbb. She was the daughter of your first wife, was she! 

Mr. Rbtnolds. Yes, sir ; she was living with her sister. 

Mr. Tatlbb. She had a married sister? Was it her married sister 
with whom she was living! 

Mr. Reynolds. No; she went to school with her sister. They were 
both students in the academy together, and afterwards her sister be- 
came one of the teachers in tne academy. 

Mr. Tatlbb. And she was going to school in Provo, was she, at 
the time you learned or supposed that she was married ? 

Mr. Rbtnolds. No; she nad left the school, and was then living 
in Mexico. She was teaching in Mexico. 

Mr. Tatlbb. When did she leave the school! 

Mr. Rbtnolds. I can't tell you. 

Mr. Tatlbb. About when? 

Mr. Bbtkolds. I cant tell you. 

Mr. Tatlbb. How many children have you! 

Mr. Rbtn olds. I have 20 living children. 

■ Mr. Tatlbb. Have you any idea how old she was when she left 
the school! 

Mr. Rstnolds. No, air; I can't tell anything with regard to exact 



Mr. Tatlbb. Did she go to Mexico about the time that Mr. Cluff 

Mr. Rbtnolds. I think so. 

Mr. Tatlbb. They went together, did they not! 

Mr. Rstnolds. I don't know. 

Mr. TatlerV Islhat your understanding about it— that they went 

Mr. Rbtnolds. I don't know whether they went together, or nearly 
at the same time. ' 

Mr. Tatlbb. I do not know that it is important that they went in 
immediate company, but I mean the party or two or three parties 
down there about the same time. She and he were in 
those parties! 

Mr. Reynolds. X dont know whether she went previously or later, 
air. 5 • / - . v ,. ' * • ; " 

Mr. Tatlbb. When did you first learn of her supposed marriage 
to Benjamin Cluff! That was his name— Benjamin Cluff, jr.! 

Mr. Rbtnolds. Yes; Benjamin 0uff*jfc 

Mr. Tatlbb. When did you first learn of that? 

Mr. Bbtkolds. I couldn't tell you. It was some time after, I pre- 
sume, the marriage had taken place. It is all presumption on my 
j»rt; 

Mr. Tatlbb. That was when, however ? Not with reference to the 
time she was married, but absolutely, cr with reference to the present 
time, when was it that you learned it! 

Mr. Rbtnolds. I learned it a few years aga 
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Mr. Tayler. Was it three or four years ago! 

Mr. Reynolds. It may be three or four or five — somewhere about 
that It is more than three, I am satisfied, 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you learn who married them) 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Have you seen her since f 

Mr. Reynolds, She paid me a short visit once since* 

Mr. Taylbb. Has she children! 

Mr. Reynolds. She has two children, I believe. 

Mr. Taylbb. How old are theyf Are they little children? 

Mr. Reynolds. One is an infant and the other is a little girl of a 
few years old. . ■ 

Mr. Tayleb. Did she tell you anything about when she was mar- 
ried? / m 

Mr. Reynolds. No. sir; not a word. 

Mr. Tayleb. You aid not ask her anything about it? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir* 

Mr. Tayleb. Why did you not! 

Mr. Reynolds. Because I was satisfied in my mind that they had 
been married, and she never wrote to me or told me anything about 
it, and I made no inquiries. 

Mr. Tayleb. Why did you make no inquiries? 

Mr. Reynolds. Because she was away, you see, nearly all the time, 
and it would be difficult for me to say why, at the time, I didn't make 
inquiries. 

Mr. Tayleb. Of course you do not desire any inference to be drawn 
from the ignorance that you have of that fact that you have any 
less affection for your children than any other man would have for 
his children? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; I claim to be a good father. 

Mr. Tayleb. And if you failed to inquire as to that was it not 
wholly on account of the fact that you believed that she was a plural 
wife and that you did not care to know about such a fact? 

Mr. Reynolds* It was largely that, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. How many wives; did vou understand Guff to have 
prior to his marriage to your daughter? 
Mr. Reynolds. Two. 

Mr. Tayleb. Do you know where they live? 

Mr. Reynolds. I suppose the family are in Mexico. 

Mr. Tayleb. What is ClufPs business? 

Mr. Reynolds. He at present is the manager, director, or some- 
thing of that kind, of the Mexican Rubber Company. 

Mr. Tayleb. What was his business at Provo? 

Mr. Reynolds. He was a teacher in the academy there, now known 
as the " Brigham Young Universlty. ,, 

Mr. Tayleb. How long had he been a teacher there ? 

Mr. Reynolds. A number of years. I don't know when he first 
took hold of teaching. - 

Mr. Tayleb. Has he been back to teach there since the time he 
married your daughter? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. * 

Mr Taylbb. What was his official position ? Was he president ? 
Mr. Reynolds. He was during the latter portion of his term in 
Provo. 
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Mr. Taylbr. Is that the institution of which Mr. Smoot is a 
trustee? 

Mr. Reynolds. I really dont know, air, whether Mr. Smoot is a 
trustee or not. 

Mr. Tayleb. There was some institution of which he was a trustee. 
You do not know whether he is a trustee of that institution or not? 
Mr. Reynold, No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler, How long was he president; some time? 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes; hut I cant tell how long. I think two or 
three years; possibly more. 
Mr. Tayler. Have you any other daughter married in polygamy ? 
Mr. Reynolds. No, sir: not to my knowledge and belief. 
Mr. Tayler. That Is all. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Reynolds, you state you were the first of the 
seven presidents of seventies? 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes. sir. 

Senator Dubois. Or course there are seven presidents of seventies? 
Mr. Reynolds. There are seven presidents in the council of the 
first seven presidents of the seventies. 
Senator Dubois. You are the first of those? 

Mr. Reynolds. No ; I am not the first, but I am one of that council. 
That is known by the name of the " First Seven Presidents of the 
Seventies." I stand fourth. ~ 

Senator Dubois. Is Brigham H. Roberts one of those also! 

Mr. Reynolds. He is. 

Senator Dubois. Who are the other five? 

Mr. Reynolds. I will name you the seven in the order of their pres- 
idency: Seymour B. Young- 
Senator Dubois. Is Mr. Young a polygamist t 
Mr. Reynolds. I can't fell you anything about his private life, sir. 
Senator Dubois* Is he imputed to be a polygamist? 
Mr. Reynolds. It is reputed that at one time he had two wives* 
Senator Dubois. Well, what is the next one? 
Mr. Reynolds. Christian D. Fjelsted. 
Senator Dubois. Is he reputed to be a polygamist? 
Mr. Reynolds. I think he has only one wife. 
Senator Dubois. The next one? 
Mr. Rbynoi m. B. H. Roberts. 
Senator Dubois. Is he reputed to be a polygamist? 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 
Senator Dubois. The next one ? 
Mr. Reynolds. George Reynolds. 

Senator Dubois. You have testified you are a polygamist, I believe. 
Now, the next 
Mr. Reynolds. Jonathan Golden Kimball. 
Senator Dubois. Is he reputed to be a polygamist ? 
Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 
Senator Dubois. The next, please* 
Mr. Reynolds. Rulo S. Wells. 
Senator Dubois. Is he a polygamist? 
Mr. Reynolds. No, sir ; lie is reputed to be a monogamist. 
Senator Dubois. You have named six, I believe. Wno is the next? 
Mr. Reynolds. Joseph W. McMurrin. 
Senator Dubois. What is his repute! 
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Mr. Reynolds, He is a monogamist: he has only one wife. 

Senator Dubois. What ecclesiastical position do the seven presi- 
dents of seventies occupy as to authority in the church? In other 
word— I will put it more directly— do they not rank next to the apos- 
tles in authority ? .. v -. 

Mr. Reynolds. In a general sense, yes. Locally, no. They stand 
next to the twelve apostles in the general authorities of the church. 
Their business is to preach the gospel in all the world, and see that it 
is preached under the direction of the twelve apostles. 

Senator Dubois. Yes; we have all that 

Mr. Tayleb. Locally they have no jurisdiction, like a bishop or a 
stake president? < 

Mr. Reynolds. No; they are entirely different officers to a stake 
president or a bishop. Their only authority extends to the seventies. 

Senator Dubois. I believe you said your legal wife is dead? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Ir you should marry to-morrow who would be 
your legal wife ? 

Mr. Reynolds. My understanding is, if I were to marry to-morrow, 
the woman I married would be my legal wife. • 

Senator Dubois. And you would not be then violating the laws of 
the land, would you ? 

Mr. Reynolds. By marrying to-morrow ? 

Senator Dubois, xes. 

Mr. Reynolds. I understand not 

Senator Dubois. That is your understanding! 

Mr. Reynolds, That is my understanding;.' 

Senator Dubois. Having two wives now, if you married to-morrow 
you would not be violating the laws of the land? 

Mr. Reynolds. I should be violating the laws of the land if I con- 
tinued to live with them as wives any longer. Then I should be sub- 
ject to the laws pertaining to adultery — the State laws. 

Senator Dubois. But having testified you have two wives, you 
could take a wife to-morrow and she would be your legal wife, and 
you would not be violating the laws of the land? You would not 
be in polygamy according to your understanding? 

Mr. Reynolds. I understand that I should not be violating the law 
of the land by marrying that woman, but if it was not one of my two 
plural wives I should have to entirely cease the relationship or wife 
and husband with the two -women who are my present plural wives. 
That is my understanding. I may be wrong. 

Senator Dubois. You are holding out to the world now these two 
women as your wives* It is understood they are your wives, is it not ? 

Mr. Reynolds. It is understood that I have never repudiated them. 

Senator Dubois. And your relations as husband to these two wives 
have not ceased? 

Mr. Reynolds. I am only living with one wife as a husband. I 
have not lived with the other for several years. 

The Chairman. Mr, Reynolds, when did you take these two plural 
wives; since the death of your wife? 

Mr; Reynolds. Noj sir; or else they would not be my plural wives. 

The Chairman. I say, did you take them before her death? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. ' ' - ; 

The Chairman. And while she was living? 



Mr, Reynold*. While she was Hvifig. 

The Chairman. So long as she Uxm you sustained the relation of 
husband to three women? 

Mr. Reynolds. As long is alio lived ; yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. I did not quite finish my questions. How did 
you interpret the manifesto? 

Mr. Reynolds. Excuse me; I did not hear you. 

Senator Dubois. What interpretation did you put upon the mani- 
festo when it was issued in regard to your conduct toward your plural 
wives? 

Mr. Reynolds. My understanding was that.it did not affect my 
relationships with my plural wives at the time it was issued. I con- 
sidered;, and so understood at the time, that it only related to the fact 
that this president of the church, who held the right to say so, de- 
clared that no more plural marriages should take place. At that 
time I understood that it in no .wise affected those who had plural 
wives; that the old relationships would continue or might continue 
if the parties saw fit 

Senator Dubois. That is, you understood it to mean that you could 
continue your relation as husband to your two wives? 

Mr. Reynolds. Certainly. , 

Senator Dubois. That was your understanding of the manifesto 
when it wss issued ? 
Mr. Reynolds. Most certainly it was, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Do you think that was the general understanding 
of your people? 

Mr. Reynolds, I believe it was. I feel confident it was. 

Senator Dubois. I have not the reference here, but I think you 
disagree entirely with all the previous witnesses. 

Mr. Wobthington. It was testified that afterwards, when Presi- 
dent Woodruff gave his explanation of the manifesto, they accepted 
it as forbidding plural cohabitation as well as plural marriages. 

Senator Dubois. I thought from his answer ne was living up to 
the spirit of the manifesto. 

Mr. WoarmNOTON. You will notice that he says " when it was 
issued." He does not say that continued. It is in the record already 
that a year, I think it was. after the manifesto the president preached 
a certain sermon, in which he expounded the manifesto as applying 
to cohabitation as well as to plural marriages, and from that time 
on they so understood it 

The Chairman. Mr. Reynolds, you have no children by these two 
wives? 

Mr. Reynolds. I have no children by the plural wives, did you say ? 

The Chairman. Yes: I asked if you haver 

Sir. Reynolds. Oh, I have children bv all three of my wives. 

The Chairman. You have children by these two women you are 
living with now? 

Mr. Reynolds. I have children by my two plural wives, sir. 

The Chairman. When was the last one born? 

Mr. Reynolds. The last one born of the woman my third wife 
was born probably sixteen cx eighteen months "%ga 

Mr. Van Cow. Months? 

Mr. Reynolds. Months; yes,' sir. 

The Chairman. Hsvb you children by both of these wives? 
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Mr. Reynolds. I have children by both, fcut the youngest by the 
other wife is 5 or 6 years old now. 

Mr. Worthington. He said, Mr. Chairman, that for several years 
he had been living with only one of these women as her husband. 

The Chairman. I understood that; but you said one of these 
children'is 5 or 6 years old t 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes. 

The Chairman. And the other is 18 months old! 
Mr. Ruth olds. The other is 18 months old. 
The Chaibman. And they have two mothers! 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. They are both the plural wives? 

Mr. Retnolds. They are the children of my plural wives. My 
legal wife has been dead nearly twenty years. 

The Chairman. That we understand, but you have had children 
by both these wives since 1890 ? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. The last by one of the wives about five years ago 
and the other about eighteen months ago ? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir, 
. The Chairman. How many children have you had by these two 
women all told? - 

Mr. Reynolds. I have had thirty-two children by the three wives.. 

The Chairman. How many by these two plural wives, or how many 
by the first wife, the legal wife? 

Mr. Reynolds. Eleven, I believe, sir. 

The Chairman. And the balance by the other two? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. What do you mem, then, by saying you have lived 
with only one of these wives since the manifesto ? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; I did not say that. I said for some years 
past. 

The Chairman. You mean by « some years," six years ? ' 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes. 

The Chairman. The manifesto was in 1890, 1 believe, was it not? 
Mr. Worthington. Yes. 

The Chairman. And you have lived with both of them since the 
manifesto? 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You understood the manifesto permitted you to 
live with your legal wife? 

Mr. Reynolds. My legal wife was dead long before the manifesto. 

The Chairman. Your understanding, then, of the manifesto was 
that you could continue to live with both plural wives and raise 
families? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir; at the time the manifesto was issued 
Senator McComas. Mr. Reynolds, what is your age? 
Mr. Reynolds. Sixty-three. 

Senator McComas. The manifesto was in what year? 

Mr. Reynolds. I don't know, sir; 1890, 1 hear these gentlemen say. 

Senator McComas. That is only fourteen years ago? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. You understood the subject of that manifesto 
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to be to stop plural marriages because of this violation of the laws of 
the land, did you not! 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. To break up polygamy; did you so under- 
stand itf 

Mr* Reynolds. I understood that it was to stop all future mar- 
riages in plurality— all future plural marriages. 

S^ator McComas. Did you find this manifesto accepted by those 
who* having that relation, still continued in polygamy thereafter? 

Mr. Reynolds. No; but I construed it to mean what it said. If 
you will read the manifesto you will find that is all it says. 

Senator McCom as. I have it here: 

" We are not teaching polygamy or plural marriage, nor permit- 
ting any person to enter into its practice; and I deny that either 
40 or any other number of plural marriages have, during that period, 
been solemnized in our temple or any other place in the Territory.' 9 
'^:'V:l<m. understood that polygamy was to be practiced by those who 
practiced it, but it was not to be undertaken by people who had not 
yet commenced the practice. Is that your idea? 

Mr. Reynolds. I understood that if they wished to continue in x the 
plural relation, that manifesto did not interfere with them. 

Senator McComas. But as one of the seven presidents of the sev- 
enties, you then began to denounce polygamy, did you, and the prac- 
tice of plural marriages, from that time on— from the time of the 
manifesto? 

Mr. Reynolds. I don't think I have ever preached for or against 
polygamy in my whole lifetime. 

Senator McComas. Would you . not have felt a little hampered 
about preaching against polygamy after the Woodruff manifesto, if 
you engaged in it yourself, because of the disparity between practice 
aadpreacning? 

Mr. Reynolds. I have never preached anything I didn't practice. 
Senator McComas. And have you always preached what you prac- 
ticed? 

Mr, Reynolds. No; of course not 

Senator McComas. Did you continue then- — 

Mr. Reynolds. No; I did not continue. 

Senator McComas. You did continue to practice polygamy ; but 
you did not continue to preach against polygamy, or begin to preach 
against it? 

Mr. Reynolds. I have never preached for or against polygamy. 
Senator McComas. And you would not do that now? 
Mir. Reynolds. No; I would hold my tongue. 
Senator McComas. Your situation, perhaps, would influence you 
to bold Lvour tongue, would it not? 
Mr. Reynolds. I guess it would. - 

Senator McComas. You understood that President Wii ford Wood- 
ruff, in making that manifesto, did it in order to break up in the 
Mormon Church the practice of polygamy, did you not? 

Mr. Reynolds. He did it on purpose to stop all future plural 
marriages, and, as I believe now, it was also in his mind that the 
practice of living with a plural wife should cease j but I did not 
ao regard it at the time. 
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Senator McCom as. But jyou do now regard the purpose of the 
manifesto on his part as being to stop the practice of polygamy f 

Mr. Rbtholds. To prevent all future plural marriages, and also 
to. stop the people living in plural marriage; that that was in his 
mind at the time. 

Senator McComas. Now, apart from your personal practice in 
polygamy — a great many of us preach some things and do not prac- 
tice them-what have you done in your high place as one of the 
seven presidents of the seventies, preaching the gospel of Mormonism 
abroad throughout the world, to advance the purpose of that mani- 
festo ? Have you locally, in Salt Lake City, or in the United States, 
or elsewhere in the world been preaching at all in accordance with 
the injunction of Woodruff's manifesto ? 

Mr. Reynolds. I have said just now that I have no recollection of 
ever, during the time I have been in the church, preaching on the 
subject of plural marriage at all. 

Senator McComas. Why did you not obey this revelation and why 
did you not begin to preach against polygamy; or if you could not 
because you were hampered bj circumstances personal to vourself, 
have you ever urged others to preach against it among the seven 
presidents of seventies that you speak of ? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; I have not urged them. I never talked 
to them on the subject 

Senator McComas. You never didt 

Mr. Reynolds. No; never. 

Senator McComas. Did they ever urge vou to quit your practices 
and preach in accordance with the Wilford Woodruff manifesto? 
Mr. Reynolds, No, sir. 
Senator McComas. They never didt 
Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Senator McComas. Did they or you, in your high places ever make 
any endeavor to check the practice of polygamy and to impress upon 
people their obligation to obey the law of the land f 

Mr. Reynolds. I don't know what the others did, but I never have. 

Senator McComas. And, so far as you know, your associates never 
did either! 

Mr. Reynolds. As far as my knowledge is concerned, I have no 
recollection of having heard them. 

Senator McComas? Have you heard or do you know of any con- 
certed effort on the part of those higher in authority than yourself, 
the first presidency and the apostles, to have people obey the law or 
the land and not continue to encourage plural marriages and not 
practice polygamy ? 
Mr, Reynolds. No, sir; I know of no concerted effort 
Senator McComas. So, from 1890 down to this time— and I do 



important position in the dhurch, oft any concerted effort by the 
officials of the church, the president, the council, the apostles, or the 
seven first presidents of the seventies — by either of those bodies or 
all of them jointly—to stop polygamy in accordance with President 
Woodruff's manifesto? 

Mr. Reynolds. I consider thai polygamy was stopped there and 
then. 

Senator McComas. I want an answer to my question. I did not 
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oak what you consider. I ask you what either or all of these bodies 
have done, to your knowledge, to carry out this manifesto and to stop 
plural marriages, or to denounce and discourage the practice of 
polygamy? just answer my question* 
Mr. Reynolds. I have not heard them denounce it 
Senator McComas. You have heard of no general effort on the 
part of the authorities of the church to do that tiling, have you? 
Mr. Reynolds. No, sift 

Senator McComas. They have simply been keeping silent officially ? 
Mr. Reynolds. Some of them have. Some of them have quite 
strongly talked on the subject, but not in my presence. 
Senator McComas. You do not know what you did not hear f 
Mr. Reynolds. No; I do not 

Senator McComas. So your answer would stand that so far as you 
know, there has been no effort made, either individually or as sepa- 
rate official bodies, or as a number of official bodies jointly acting 
together, to carry out the Woodruff manifesto! 

Mr. Reynolds. I only know of what I have been told they have 
done individually. 

Senator McComas. What you kno# is not what you have heard. 
That is all, sir. 

The Chairman. Where do you reside, Mr. Reynolds! 

Mr. Reynolds. In Salt Lake City. 

The Chairman. With vouy two wives! 

Mir. Reynolds. Yes; they both live in Salt Lake City. 

The Chairman. In different parts of the city, I suppose! 

Mr. Reynolds. In different parts of the city. 

The Chairman. Proceed, Mr. Tayler. 

lir. Tayler. You were served with a subpoena to bring certain 
books with you, were you ! 
Reynolds. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. 1 did not know whether you were one of those who 
had received such a subpoena. 

(The witness at this point handed Mr. Tayler a paper.) 

Mr. Worthinoion. Mr. Reynolds, I think you have not stated yet 
when you married your plural wives. When was it? 
Mr. Reynolds. In 1874 and 1885. if my memory serves me right 
Mr. Worthinqton. It was long before the manifesto? 
Mr. Reynolds. Oh. yes, sir ; it wus before my first wife died. 
The Chairman* When did she die, Mr. Reynolds! 
Sr. Reynolds. Twenty years ago, sir. 
The Chairman. That would be in 1884. 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. Then I must have married before 1885, 

%*. Wc^k^k. You m M ** when the mani- 
festo was first issued you understood it to apply only to future plural 
marriages, and not to continued cohabitation with plural wives 
already existing. Have you changed your mind about that at any 
time! 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes; I believe to-day that the intention of Presi- 
dent Woodruff was that those living together were to cease. 
Mr. Wortkwoton. Do you remember that within a year or so 
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after the manifesto was issued he preached a sermon, which was pub- 
lished in Utah, in which he stated that! 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir ; I hare no recollection of reading it. 

Mr. Wobthington. Do you remember he so testified before a com- 
mission out there! 

Mr. Reynolds. I was not present, nor did I hear the proceedings. 

Mr. Wobthington. When yon say, as you stated to Senator 
McComas just now, that you know of no effort being made to stop 
polygamy, do you refer to continued future marriages, or only to the 
continuous living with those wires who already were in existence? 

Mr* Reynolds. What I wished to be understood was that all future 
plural marriages were forbidden. 

Mr. Wobthington. You did not mean to say that you did not 
know of any efforts being made to stop that f 

Mr. Reynolds. It was stopped. 

Mr. Wobthington. When you say it was stopped, do you know of 
any plural marriage since the manifesto? Have you any personal 
knowledge of any such ? 

Mr. Reynolds, No, sir; only the one which has been referred to, of 
my daughter. I have the understanding she was married. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. And that, you say, was after she went to 
Mexico? 

Mr. Rbynolds. I so understand* 

Mr. Wobthinoton. If that happened, do you know why she did 
not stay and get married in Utah instead of going to Mexico? 

Mr. Reynolds. I did not catch your question. 

Mr. Wobthington. If she did become the plural wife of a man, 
why did she not go through that ceremony in Utah, where Mr. Cuff 
lived and where she had lived ? 

Mr. Reynolds. My understanding is that both in Utah and in the 
whole of the United States plural marriages have discontinued from 
that time to the present, and that they were in Mexico at the time 
and she married him there. 

Mr. Wobthington. Do you not understand the manifesto to apply 
to Mexico as well as to the United States ? 

Mr. Rbynolds. At first I understood it to apply to the United 
States, where there was a law against it; but I have since come to 
the conclusion that the intention of the president was that it was to 
cover the whole world ; that there were to be no future plural mar- 
riages in the church the world over. 

Mr. Wobthington. When it first came to your knowledge that 
your daughter had become a plural wife, did it surprise you at all? 

Mr. Rbynolds. Yes, sir; very much, because I was thoroughly 
convinced at the time that they could not do it, that there were no 
marriages, and that it was impossible for them to get married. 

Mr. Wobthington. Had your consent or acquiescence in that cere- 
mony been asked at all ? Had it been suggested to you ? 

Mr. Rbynolds. It was indirectly; but I told them that such a 
thing was impossible, and it was no good for them to think of it. 

Mr. Wobthington. Was that before they actually went away and, 
as you understand, got married in Mexico ? 

Mr. Rbynolds. Yes; that was before. 

Senator Dubois. Was she cut off from the church for being mar- 
ried in polygamy ? 
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Mr. Reynolds. Was he cut off the church! 

Senator Dubois. Was she! 

Mr. Rbynou*. No. 

Senator Dubois Was he! 

Mr. Reynolds. No; not that I know of. 

Senator Dubois. Did he lose any standing in the church ? 

Mr. Reynolds. He is away from the church— away by himself off 
in Mexico, and I don't think he has ever been before the officers where 
he properly belongs who could try him. 

Mr. Wobthington. I want to ask something about this matter of 
church divorces. I understand that where the legal marriage exists 
the church does not divorce except after being informed that there 
has been a legal divorce by the courts? 

Mr. Reynolds. You are correct 

Mr. Wobthington. For what causes does the church grant a 
divorce, such as it does grant! 4 . 

Mr. Reynolds. In the cases where there has been a legal marriage, 
when the cause is considered by the courts and they grant the divorce. 

Mr. Wobthington. I understand that Of course you grant the 
divorce when there is a legal marriage and when the courts grant the 
divorce. You give the sanction of the church to what has already 
been made legal. But in the other cases, when you grant a divorce 
where there is no legal marriage, and there can be, therefore, no 
divorce in the courts, tor What causes does the church give a divorce? 

Mr. Reynolds. Well, any actual sins against the marriage relation, 
or even incompatibility of temper, where they can not agree. 

Mr. Wobthington. Are those divorces numerous! 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir ; not numerous, comparatively. > # 

Mr. Wobthington. Does the divorce apply to marriages for time 
only, or for tame and eternity* or both! 

Mr. Reynolds. Time and eternity. . 

Mr. Wobthington. Have you ever known of any attemptof the 
church to separate a husband from a wife and do away with the 
relation, where it existed in law, until the courts had acted finally in 
the matter? . 

Mr. Reynolds. I do not understand you, sir. 

The question was read as follows: 

" Have you ever known of attempt of the church to separate 
a husband from a wife ant, away with the relation, where it 
existed in law, until the courts had acted finally in the matter? " 

Mr. Reynolds. In the earlier times it may have been so, but 

« • 
sm c e 1 ' ■ 1 " 

Mr. Wobthington. Say, since the manifesto. 

Mr. Reynolds. WelL long before tile manifesto it was not done so. 

Senator McComas. Mr. Reynolds, are you the George Reynolds 
who was selected to make the test case! 

Mr. Reynolds. I am the George Reynolds. 

Senator McComas. Mr. Worthington asked you in respect of the 
practice of polygamy by those who had been married prior to the 
manifesto, and the preaching against plural marriages thereafter. 
To make it quite clear, I want to now ask this question : Do you now 
say that your first presidents of the seventies ever took any action in 
pursuance of Woodruff's manifesto to discourage or forbid subse- 
quent plural marriages! Did anybody take any action! 
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Mr. Reynolds. Not officially, sir. 

Senator McComas. Not offidally? 

Mr, Reynolds. No; we had nothing to do with it 

Senator McComas. So far as you are advised in your church, did 
the higher official bodies take any other action to liave Woodruff's 
manifesto enforced t • Do you know of any subsequent acts, supple- 
menting the manifesto, taken by the first presidency and the apostles, 
to prevent future violations of the law of the land by polygamous 
marriages after the manifesto? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir; on two occasions in the general conference 
the whole church has voted with regard to it, and the last time it was 
presented by unanimous vote the church decided that any man who 
performed such a ceremony in future should be excommunicated from 
the church. 

Senator McComas. I asked you about the first presidency and the 
apostles. You are now telling me about the general conference. I 
want to know whether there was any general act of the first presi- 
dency and the apostles. 

Mr. Reynolds. They were the ones who presented the matter to 
the conference. 

Senator McComas. In the general conference? 

Mr. Reynolds. In the general conference, after having decided in 
their own councils so to do. 

Senator McComas. Where were you and the other first presidents 
of seventies at that time ? 

Mr. Reynolds. Where were we! 

Senator McComas. Yes. 

Mr, Reynolds. We were at the conference. 

Senator McComas. Did you and they take any action in pursuance 
of that action of the conference? 

Mr. Reynolds. We voted with the rest of the people. 

Senator McComas. And you voted the same way? 

Mr. Reynolds. We voted the same way ; yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. In aid of that general statement of the confer- 
ence has your body ever practically taken any steps to carry out that 
vote of the conference and the purpose, of the Woodruff manifesto, as 
voh now understand it to be? 4< 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir ; it is not ouihbusiness. That is the business 
of the bishops. 

Senator McComas. But you teach and preach? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes: we teach and preach. 

Senator McComas. In your teaching and preaching as a body of 
presidents of the seventies what teaching and preaching have you 
arranged to do all over the world— because you must have concert of 
action for seven of you to preach all over the world—what have 
you resolved, or done, or ordained to carry out that effort to stop 
polygamy? « * 

Mr. Reynolds. There is no polygamy in the outside missions of the 

church. 

Senator McComas. There is none? 
Mr* Reynolds. No, sir. 

Senator McComas. Do you prohibit that or discourage it, or what 
do you do? 

a Doc. 486, 60-1, vol 2 4 
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Mr. Reynolds. We have never permitted it 
Senator MoOomas. Yon have not permitted it outside of the United 
States? 

Mr. Reynolds. Not in the foreign missions of the United States 
which we have control over. 
Senator McOomas. How about Mexico! 

Mr. Reynolds. Mexico is included in the stakes of Zion, over which 
we have no jurisdiction. 
Senator McOomas. Yon have no jurisdiction f 
Mr. Reynolds. Not as seventies; no, sir. 

Senator McOomas. Have yon known of any acts, any efforts^ made 
by the first presidency and the apostles to make effective in Mexico the 
prohibition of which I have just spoken ? 

Mr. Reynolds. I know so little of what is done in Mexico that mv 
opinion is worthless. As far as my knowledge is concerned, I don't 
know anything about it* 

Senator Mc&omas. I will confine it to Utah. Can you now recall 
any acts, declarations, or publications made by the first presidency 
ana the apostles to carry out this prohibition of the Woodruff mani- 
festo! 

Mr. Reynolds. I should think those were entirely sufficientrj-the 
two things at the general conference, where the people all joined to- 
gether and voted. I should think that was sufficient for everything. 

Senator McComas. Has it been sufficient? Has it in your judg- 
ment stopped polygamy? . . • _ 

Mr. lum* olds. What do you mean by polygamy— more plural 
marriages? M ■ 

Senator McOomas. I mean a man who lives in the relation of mar- 
riage wiOi mo» the* . 

Mr. Reynolds. It is very rapidly decreasing, sir. 

Senator McOomas* It is rapidly decreasing i m m 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes; the number of those living in plural mar- 

"^^tor^^MAS. Do ^ou mean to say there have been since that 
manifesto no plural marriages at all! - v t ■ , 

Mr. Reynolds. X mean to say there have been no plural marriages, 
to my knowledge, only the one to which I have referred. 

Senator McOomas. Only that one! 

Mr. Reynolds. Only that one. I know of no others. 

Senator McOomas: You do not mean to be understood as saying 
that you think that is the only one! 

Mr. Reynolds. I know of no otiber, sir; nor am I acquainted with 

^Senator McOomas. So far as you can gather information from 
general report^ living in a community like Salt Lake Oity, do you 
mean to be understood as saving that to the best of jour knowledge 
and belief and information 'there have been no marriages since the 
Woodruff manifesto which are polygamous marriages as we have 
had them in this testimony? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir; as far as I understand. 

Senator McOomas. Yes, sir; what? That there have t>r have not 

ttesal , ' , 

Mr. Rbynolds. There have not I know of none. 
Senator McOomas. You do not know of any ! 
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Mr. Reynolds. No. 

Senator McComas. And yet, in all those years, you yourself have 
never preached against that practice? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; I nave never preached either for or against 
it It has not been within the scope of my special duties. 

Senator McComas. You said a while ago that you did not at the 
time, or for some time thereafter, understand the Woodruff manifesto 
to mean what you now understand it to mean, to wit, a prohibition 
of living in the polygamous relation by reason of past polygamous 
marriages. When aid that light appear to you, from that language, 
which has not been changed since it was published by Woodruff f 

Mr. Reynolds. Oh, it was very gradual, sir. From the talk of the 
brethren with whom I associated, and other things, gradually I came 
to the conclusion that that was President Woodruff's intention. 

Senator McComas. Did you take the trouble to read the declara- 
tion yourself at the time? You were there, were you not! 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. You heard it at the time! 

Mr. Reynolds. I heard it; yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. You read it thereafter, did you nott 

Mr. Reynolds. I assisted to write it 

Senator McComas, You helped to write it? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. If yon helped to write it, when was it that it 
came to you that the writing you helped to compose and to publish 
had ceased to have one meaning and had another? 

Mr. Reynolds. I can't tell you when it commenced. 

Senator McComas. It came gradually, did it? 

Mr* Reynolds. Very gradually. 

Senator McComas. It took three or four or five years — it was a 
gradual process? 
Mr. Reynolds. A gradual process. 

Senator McComas. Then, after you did come to the conviction that 
the president of your church had made a manifesto which positively 
prohibited all these marriages thereafter, can you tell me why you 
and the council to which you belonged, the seven presidents of the 
seventies, did not take some effective means to carry out the official 
declaration of the president of your church? If you thought he was 
sincere, and you were all sincere, and it meant that, and you intended 
to carry it out, why did you not begin to do it? 

Mr. Reynolds. Because we would have been interfering with the 
judicial courts of the church, which is none of our business. We are 
not a judicial body. 

Senator McComas. And neither you nor the members of your body, 
even unofficially, expressed or sanctioned a heartfelt purpose to carry 
out the purpose of the manifesto? i 

Mr. Reynolds. I consider we showed extreme sincerity m accepting 
the manifesto, and we did our utmost. We did all you could expect 
of people. We cave up our religious convictions to the decree of 
the nation to which we belong, and I think you little understand, sir, 
how much it cost us to do so. _ 

Senator McComas. I can understand how much it cost you; but I 
understand you now also to say that you think you did your utmost, 
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when the f act is- as you have said, that you did not say yea or nay, 
took no sides ana saia nothing about it 
Mr. Reynolds. I think so. 

Senator McComas. You think that was the utmost you could do 
with the strain upon your conscience-— to say nothing and do nothing, 
officially or personally, to carry out the purpose 01 the manifesto in 
the prohibition of plural marriages. Is that a fair statement! 

Mr. Reynolds. Is that fair to met 

Senator McComas. Yes, 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Senator McComas. Your purpose was to do nothing. Is that the 
idea! 

Mr. Reynolds. The difference, as I understand it, is that the duties 
of the first council of the seventies did not lie in those directions. 
They were the duties of other officers of the church. Probably if we 
had occupied the other positions we should have done differently. 

Senator McComas. I only ask you these questions because you said 
your body were preachers and teachers of the faith and the practice 
of jrour religion,—-- 

Mr. Worthinoton, You have said to Senator McComas, Mr. Rey- 
nolds, that you did not consider this matter of preaching about polyg- 
amy within the scope of your official duties. What do you mean by 
that! Explain yourself. 

Mr. Reynolds. The especial duties of the seventies are to travel 
outside th^ stafe ^ e IJ M * nab appointed by the first 

presidency to travel in the stakes. Their especial business is to see 
that the Gospel is preached, and to send out the seventies under their 
direction into the different nationsand among the different peoples, 
and to preach the first principles of the Gospel— faith; repentance, 
baptism, the laying on of handfij the gift of the Holy Ghost, and those 

Principles that are called by us the first principles of the Gospel. We 
o not interfere with internal matters. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You said something about helping to write the 
manifesto. Will you explain that! 

Mr. Reynolds. President Woodruff wrote it in his own hand—and 
he was a very poor writer, worse. I believe, thai Horace Greeley— 
and he gave it into the hands of three of the elders to prepare it for 
the press. I was one of those threes 

Mr. Worthington. Who were the three! 

Mr. Reynolds. C. W. Penrose, John R. Winder, and myself. 

Mr. WoBTHiNoroN. What did you do? _ You said you helped to 
write the manifesto, and I want to have an understanding of what 
you mean by that. 

'Mr. Reynolds. The answer came from the fact of the question 
coming tome whether I had read it and understood it, and I answered 
that I nad assisted in writing it, - 

Mr. Worthinoton. Did you three, then, tra^sanbeThese notes of 
President Woodruff, or did you rewrite it, or what? 

Mr. Reynolds. We transcribed the notes and changed the language 
siightlyjto adapt it for publication. 

Mr. Worthinoton. It contained the substance? 

Mr, Reynolds. Yes i it contained the substance. 

Senator McComas. Did you, in transcribing the utterance of Presi- _ 
dent Woodruff, make such change of phraseology as would make it 
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ambiguous, so that it might apply to marriages subsequent and not to 
Jiving with wives who had been married prior f 
Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Senator McComas. It must have come to your mind when you were 
copying and changing the phraseology whether this is to apply to 
the future and whether the past is to be expected, did it not? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; I have told you honestly what ray feelings 
and opinions were. 

Senator McComas. It did not occur to you then f 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Senator McComas. That required years? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes ; sir. We wrote it as we understood the presi- 
dent intended, with his manuscript before us. 

The Chairman. J do not know but I may have misunderstood. I 
understood this manifesto was inspired. 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes. 

The Chairman. That is your understandng of it? 
Mr. Reynolds. My understanding was that is was inspired. 
The Chairman. And when it was handed to you it was an inspira- 
tion, as you understand, from on high, was it not? 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes. 

The Chairman. What business had vou changing it? 
Mr. Reynolds. We did not change the meaning. 
The Chairman. You have just stated you changed it 
Mr. Reynolds. Not the sense, sir; I didn't state we changed the 
sense. 

The Chairman. But you changed the phraseology ? 

Mr. Reynolds. We simply put it in shape for publication—cor- 
rected possibly the grammar, and wrote it so that— — 

The Chairman. You mean to say that in an inspired communica- 
tion from the Almighty the grammar was bad, was it? You cor- 
rected the grammar of the Almighty, did you? 

Mr. Reynolds. That was not a revelation — " Thus saith the Lord." 
It was simply that the inspiration of the Lord came to President 
Woodruff, and he gave it in his own language. It had nothing to do 
with correcting what the Lord said. 

The Chairman. Then was it inspired ? 

Mr. Reynolds. I consider it so. There are various degrees of inspi- 
ration, in some of which the man simply has the ideas and he Writes 
it in his own language. I regard the manifesto as one of those. 

The Chairman. Do you remember what it was before you changed 
it? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. I haven't any idea whatever. 
The Chairman. You have no idea what it was? 

Mr. Reynolds. Do you mean to say I haven't any idea 

The Chairman. Before you revised this revelation from tho. 
Almighty, can you state what it was? 
Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 
The Chairman. You do not remember? 
Mr. Reynolds. I believe the copy was destroyed right off. 
The Chairman. Who destroyed it? 

Mr. Reynolds. I don't know ; I suppose one of us three. When 
we had done with it, we probably 
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The Chajbman. After you had revised it, did you submit it to the 
president of the church! 

Mr. Reynolds. Yea, air; and he accepted it as his. 

Mr, Wokthixoww. Mr. Reynolds, m reference to this discourse of 
Brigham Young's that has been quoted from here, does everything 
that a man in his position says in such discourses become a part of the 
doctrine of the church! 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; only that which the Lord reveala 

Mr. Wobthington. And how is the revealed doctrine made mani 
fast! How do you know where to find it! , 

Mr. Reynolds. The church has aceepted four s^ 
the church as their authority— the Bible, the Book of Mormon* the 
Doctrine and Covenants, and the Pearl of (ireat Price. They have 
been accepted by the church in general conference as the standard 
works of the church and the authority on all questions of doctrine. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. About the matter of Mr. Nicholson. I did not 
understand just what you said about his having custody of the rec- 
ords. You were asked whether he had custody. Have you any per 
sonal knowledge on that subject! 

Mr. Reynolds. No, I have not; only I understand him to be the 
recorder of the temple. 

Mr. Wobthington. And whether he, as recorder, has the custody 
of the books to which you iefer,y.oti do not know! 

Mr. Reynolds. I dont knbw, sir; > 

The Chaihman. Mr. Reynolds, I wish to ask you this question. 
The ceremony that used to be performed in the endowment house is 
now performed in the temple, as I understand it f 

Mr. Reynolds. What ceremony, sir ! 

The Chaihman. The ceremony^ whatever it was, that used to be 
performed in the endowment house. That endowment house has been 
taken down! » 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Those ceremonies are now performed in the 

^]|3r« Reynolds. The same ceremonies; yes, sir. That is my under- 
standing, though I have never taken part in them. 
The Chairman. That is all I care to ask. 

Mr. Tayleb. You must add to those four books of which you speak 
as being inspire the Woodruff manifesto as equally inspired, is 
it not! 

Mr. Reynolds. To my mind they> are not identical, for the simple 
reason that the revelations given by the Lord oomme^. 3, u Thus saxth 
the Lord." That does not. To me it makes a difference. 
. Mr. Tayleb. " But they are of the same binding effect ! 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes: they are of ^e same binoTing effect 

Mr. Tayleb. The Woodruff manifesto overrules and overrides the 
Doctrine and Covenants, does it not; in so far as it touches the same 
subject! ; , ;._ 

Mr. Reynolds. I do not consider that it overrules or overrides. 
It simply declares that there shall be no further plural marriages. 

Mr. Tayleb. Does not the book of Doctrine and Covenants declare 
that plural marriages are proper! - ./. . , .< 

Mr. Reynolds. There is a revelation on celestial marriage, includ- 
ing plurality of wives. 
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Mr. Reynolds. The manifesto of President Woodruff only affects 
it in thii way — that there are to be no more such marriages. 

Mr. Tayleb. It does not in any sense affect the belief of your peo- 
ple that the revelation respecting celestial marriage ta divine. 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir: at least it don't affect mine. 

Mr. Tayleb. Well, it does not generally among your people, does 
it? 

Mr. Reynolds. 1 think not" 

Mr. Tayleb. You have stated what was interesting, and perhaps 
we ought to inquire a little about it The jurisdiction of the Salt 
Lake stake extends to Mexico, does it ? 

Mr. Reynolds* No, sir; not the Salt Lake stake. I didn't mention 
that 

Mr. Tatlbb. In what jurisdiction is Mexico! 
Mr. Reynolds. The jurisdiction in Mexico is under a president of 
a stake of Zion, like the Salt Lake stake, but entirely independent 
Mr. Tayleb. Entirely independent! 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes. 
Mr. Tayleb. Is it a foreign country! 

Mr. Reynolds. Of course Mexico is not in the United States, but 
the organization of the stakes of Zion, whether in the United States, 
in Canada, in Mexico, or anywhere else, ecclesiastically are the same. 

Senator McOomas. If you will allow me, where does that president 
live now; in Mexico! 

Mr. Reynolds. He is in Mexico, sir. 

Senator McComas. He does not live and did not live in Salt Lake 

City! 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; he lives in Mexico at one of our settlements 
there. 

Senator Overman. Who has the right to seal or unseal celestial 
marriages in Mexico ! 
Mr. Reynolds. Nobody but the president of the church. 
Senator Overman. The president of the church, Joseph F. Smith! 
Mr. Reynolds. Joseph F. Smith. 
Senator Overman. He has the right in Mexico, then- 
Mr. Reynolds. He has the right the world over, and he is the only 
one who has that right. 

Senator Overman. Therefore he does have some jurisdiction over 
the church in Mexico ! 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Tayleb. Did I correctly understand you in believing that you 
stated that the presidents of the seventies do not have jurisdiction over 
Mexico; that that is not a missionary region f 

Mr. Reynolds. There is a portion of Mexico that is a missionary 
region, but there is a portion of Mexico that is organised into a stake 
of Zion, and where it is organized into a stake of Zion the seven presi- 
dents of seventies only have jurisdiction over the seventies, not over 
the others. 

Mr. Tayleb. They send their missionaries into the places that are 
not organized into stakes; is that it! 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Nevertheless, they preach everywhere, do they not, 
and counsel the people everywhere, do they not! 
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Mr. Reynolds. They preach in the stakes of Zion as they may be 
«Bt by the general authorities of the church. 

Mr Taylbr. The apostles are at the head of the missions of the 
church, are they not? 

Mr. Reynolds. The apostles are at the head. 

Mr. Taylbr. They also have other duties besides those of head of 
the missions ? 

Mr. Reynolds, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. The apostles are constantly preaching in Utah, are 
they not! 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes; some of them are. 

Mr. Taylbr. The most of them, or half of them, are generally in 
Utah, are they not ? As a rule, you will find a number of apostles in 
Utah) will you not! - 

Mr. Reynolds. I think possibly, as a general thing, the majority 
are in Utah. 

Mr. Taylbr. And they are holding services constantly ! 
Mr. Reynolds. Constantly. 

Mr. Taylbr. Of course, those are not services as missionaries, are 
they! 

Mr. Rbykolds. Why not! 

Mr. Taylbr. I did not know that they had missionary jurisdiction 
in Utah. 

; Mr. Reynolds. Tie twelve apostles have jurisdiction everywhere. 

.Mr. Taylbr. And their jurisdiction, then, as the head of missions, 
covers the whole world, wherever the church may be! 

Mr. Reynolds. Wherever there are Latter Day Saints the twelve 
apostles have jurisdiction. 

Mr. Taylbr, And they h*ve other jurisdiction coupled with their 
relation to the president ? 

Mr. Taylbr. Now, the presidents of the seventies have no such 
jurisdiction in Utah. Is that right! 

Sr. Reynolds. Yes. sir. 
r. Taylbr. They nave nothing to do with that! 
Mr. Reynolds. They have nothing to do with the local govern- 
ment of the church. 

Mr. Taylbr. Is Canada or British Columbia a part of the country, 
like Mexico! : , ; 

Mr. Reynolds. There are two stakes of Zion organized in Alberta, 
with their local presidents and bishops. 

Mr. Taylbr. So that your missionary authority does not extend to 
those stakes! 

Mr. Reynolds. Only as we may be sent 

Mr. Taylbr. Then, outside of those stakes, you might go as mis- 
sionaries, or send missionaries to them I 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes* sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. Your daughter married in Mexico! 

Mr. Rbykolds. I can't say; but that is my understanding. 

Mr. Taylbr. By whom you do not know ! 

Mr. Reynolds. I do not 

Mr. Taylbr. Is she the only person hi regard to whom you have 
beard that a plural marriage had taken place since the manifesto! 
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Mr* Reynolds. She is the only person of whom I have heard of a 
plural marriage having taken place, except street rumor. 

Mr. Tattles. Of course, as she is your daughter, street rumor you 
would probably run down to see if it was more than that, would you 
not? ; 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir* 

Mr. Tayleb. Because she was your daughter? 

Mr. Reynolds. Because she was my daughter. 

Mr. Tayleb. Have you heard a street rumor to the effect that 
Apostle Teasdale took a plural wife? 

Mr, Reynolds. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Have you heard that he married since the manifesto? 

Mr. Reynolds. I understand that he married, but he had no wife 
then. That is my understanding. 

Mr. Tayleb. You understand he married since the manifesto upon 
the theory that the woman that he had married thirty years before 
turned out not to be his wife. Is that it? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. That the marriage was void? m 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir j I never heard that 

Mr. Tayleb. You never heard that? 

Mr* Reynolds. No. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you ever hear that Abram Cannon married Lil- 
lian Hamlin in 189G ? 

Mr. Reynolds. I have heard it talked of; questioned whether he 
had or not •. 

Mr. Tayleb. He was an apostle at that time? 

Mr. Reynolds. He was. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you ever hear it said that he ivas married on the 
high seas? You have heard that, have you, not* The charge, I 
mean. 

Mr. Reynolds. I have heard it; yes. 

Mr. Tayleb. You have not undertaken to satisfy yourself that it 
was not true, have you ? 

Mr. Reynolds. I have taken no means of any kind to satisfy myself 
whether it was true or not 

Mr. Tayleb. One way or the other? 

Mr. Reynolds. One way or the other. 

Mr. Tayleb. There was no duty laid on you to discover the truth? 
Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Have you heard that Brigham Young performed a 
plural marriage ceremony since the manifesto? 

Mr. Reynolds. I simply heard it through the minutes of this 
committee. 

Mr. Tayleb. Have you heard that it is the repute in one of the 
communities where he lives that Apostle Taylor has taken two plural 
wives since the manifesto? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. You have not heard that, either? 
Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Have you heard or known that Apostle Merrill mar- 
ried his son to a plural wife since the manifesto? 

Mr. Reynolds. Only what I was told appeared before this com- 
mittee. 



58 Biifi^ snow. 

Mr. Taylbr. You stated thai jfco did not permit polygamy outside 
of the organized stakes of Zion. Is that right f 

Mr. Reynolds. Plural mairiapii occur in the temples, and there are 
no temples out of the organized aUkea of Zion. 

The Chairman. What was that last statement? 

Mr. Reynolds. Excuse me; I made a mistake when I made that 
remark. What I intended to say was this, that plural marriages 
were at one time celebrated in the temples by the ordinances of the 
temple, but for many years they have not been 00 celebrated, accord- 
ing to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

Mr. Taylor. So that plural marriages always occurred in the 
temple, did they? 

Mr. Reynolds. That was the rule. 

Mr. Taylbr. And you understand that no plural marriage was 
valid if riot solemnized in the temple t 
Mr. Reynolds, They were solemnised in the endowment house. 
Mr. Taylbr. In the endowment house or in the temple? 
Mr. Reynolds. In the endowment house or in the temple; and 
before there was an endowment house they were celebrated in some 
other building, but that was all before my time. 

Mr. Taylbr. When you speak of no plural marriages having been 
solemnised, do you mean that you know of none that have been sol- 
emnised in the templet 

Mr. Reynolds, f mean that I know of none that have been sol- 
emnised anywhere. / ^ 
Mr. Wobthinoton. Since the manifesto! 
Mr. Reynolds. Of course, since the manifesto. 
Mr. Taylbr. Of course I understand that, and it would not be 
very important if he did or did not know of any prior to that 

Senator McComa*. Jfr. Reynolds, if a plural marriage were cele- 
brated in the stake of Mexico, would that be an unlawful eccclesias- 
tkal plural marriage because it was not performed in the Temple! 

Mr. Reynolds. These marriages are a mystery to me, sir, and I 
cant answer you. I was as surprised as you probably are when I 
heard that my daughter was married. I cant answer your question 
without knowing the whole of the circumstances. 

Senator McOomas. You can not tell me whether or pot a plural 
marriage celebrated in Mexico would be ecclesiastically unlawful 
because it was not performed in the Temple at Salt Lake City? You 
can not tell me that! 

Mr* Reynolds. Ho, sir; I cant answer without knowing all of the 
circumstances of the case. 

Senator McComas. Take any case that happens. I am asking now 
not about the particular persons or the incidents of the ceremony. 
I am asking yod if a plural marriage, performed by a lawful priest 
of your church in Mexico, otherwise legal in every respect, would be 
ecclesiastically illegal because of the mere fact mat it was not per- 
formed in the temple! 

Mr. Reynolds. No; I think if all other things, were right and 
proper and consistent with the law of the church, then that marriage 
would be considered ecclesiastically legal. 

Senator McCokas. So that the performance of the ceremony in 
the temple itself is not essential to a valid religious marriage! 
Mr. Reynolds. 'Not absolutely, but it is the* general rule. 
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Senator McComae. Such marriages might therefore be made in 
Mexico and be just as valid as if made in the temple at Salt Lake 
(%t 

Mr. Reynolds. There are conditions under which I think that is 
possible. 

Mr. Tayleb. Mr. Reynolds, you said something in your examina- 
tion, either by Senator McOomas or Mr. Worthington, about your 
judicial courts. You have judicial courts in the church! 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. What kind of questions do they try? 

Mr. Reynolds. They try any disagreements that may arise between 
members of the church, or, when one member of the church makes 
complaint against another^or they try a person for their standing in 
the church when they have committed any sin or act contrary to the 
regulations of the church. 

Mr. Tayleb. So that if two members of the church disagree about 
a debt or a title to a horse or a piece of land, that question is settled 
in your church courts? 

Mr. Reynolds. If they bring it up before the church courts; but 
the church court never undertakes to enforce its decision beyond 
ecclesiastical punishment—either suspending the party or excom- 
municating them. 

Mr. Tayleb. Of course there would be no other way in which the 
church could execute its decrees, could there ? 

Mr. Reynolds. I don't think thev could, but they don't attempt to. 

Mr. Tayleb. If the party against whom judgment is rendered 
refuses or fails to abide by the order of the court, he is excommuni- 
cated if it is thought of sufficient importance? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes. 

Mr. Tayleb. And can you tell us, as an ecclesiastical officer of the 
churdbywhat is conveyed m the term " excommunication ?" 

Mr. Reynolds. All fellowship is withdrawn from them as a church 
member. 

Mr. Tayleb. What else? 

Mr. Reynolds. Nothing else that I know of. 

Mr. TPayleb. Is it accompanied by the declaration that the party 
will be damned in the future ? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Or that he will suffer here or hereafter if he does not 
obey the order of the mouthpiece of God ? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; I have never heard any such appendage to 
a decision or to an excommunication. 

Senator Ovebman. How many courts do you have? Do you have 
courts of appeal in the church? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir; the first court is the bishop's court, who 
sits as a common judge among the people ecclesiastically. When any 
of the members of his ward — he presides over a ward — have disa- 
greements they take them to him. He sits with two counselors. 
The three form the court, and he gives his decision after hearing the 
testimony and the evidence; but either of the parties feeling ar- 
grieved can take an appeal to the high council of the stake in which 
they live, which court consists of the presidency of the stake, the 
president and his two counselors and twelve high priests. 

Mr. Wobthinqton. All that is in the record already. 
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Mr. Thyieh. Oh) na 

Senator Overman. This is the first time I have heard of a court 

Mr. Taylbr. And it is time it should go in so that we will know it. 

Senator Overman. Go ahead. This is very interesting to me. 

Mr. Reynolds. These sit without pay or recompense and decide 
between the members of the church as between right and wrong. 
They are a court of original jurisdiction and also an appellate court 
from the bishop's court, ana even after that the party not feeling 
satisfied can appeal to a third court— the first presidency of the 
church— that every man's rights can be protected. 

Senator Overscan. Do they litigate matters in those courts involv- 
ing property rights? 

Mr, Reynolds. No, sir; not unless it is done by mutual consent of 
the parties. 

8mZ?OvmuAK. Is it done by mutual consent? 

Mr. Reynolds. If it is done by mutual consent, they will take such 
things under consideration, except land' and things of, that kind, 
which they always request the parties to take to the legal courts, that 
the decision may be final and binding. ' k 

Senator Overman. Are private wrongs adjusted in those courts? 

•Mr. Reynolds. Yes; private wrongs and disagreements and things 
of that kind. 

The Chairman. They have regular trials— witnesses sworn, eta I 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sin 

The Chairman. And counsel appear for each side? 

Mr. Reynolds* There are not lawyers employed, but certain mem- 
bers of the high council are chosen to represent both parties— one on 
each side, or two or three of the high councilors are chosen to see that 
the rights of each party are protected. 

The Chairman, The object being to secure justice between the liti- 
gants? 

Mr* Reynolds. That is the object 

The Chairman. I want to ask vou one question while we are wait- 
ing, Mr. Reynolds. You spoke of this manifesto as being a revelation 
that did not on its face appear to come from the Lord ; that it did not 
say. " Thus saith the Lord," and that revelations which are prefaced 
with that declaration or that have that declaration connected with 
them, " Thus saith the Lord," are regardied as inspired ? 

Mr. Reynolds. I regard that the servant of the Lord who receives 
the word of the Lord may have more or less inspiration in this 
respect ; that sometimes the Lord only gives the general idea. Some- 
times He gives the concrete idea without giving the exact words, 
and other times He will inspire the man with the exact words He 
"vrishes said. **• 

The Chairman. This manifesto did not say, "Thus saith the 
Lord? " 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; it did not 

The Chairman. It did not purport to come from the Lord? 
Mr. Reynolds. It purported to be the instruction of the president 
of the church to the people. 
The Chairman. And nothing more? 
Mr. Reynolds. No. 

The Chairman. Which would you regard as higher authority, the 
book of Doctrine and Covenants or this manifesto F 
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Mr. Reynolds. I should regard the book of Doctrine and Cove- 
nants as the higher authority. 

The Chairman. I find in the book of Doctrine and Covenants, 
prefaced with the statement, "Thus saith the Lord," the following 
at page 478: 

" If any man espouse a virgin, and desires to espouse another, and 
.the first give her consent; and if he espouse the second and they are 
virgins, and have vowed to no other man, then is he justified; he can 
not commit adultery j for they arc given unto him ; for he can not 
commit adultery with that that belongeth to him and no one else; 

u And if he have ten virgins given unto him by this law, he can not 
commit adultery, for they belong to him; and they are given unto 
him ; therefore is he justified." 

This revelation is accompanied with this declaration : " Thus saith 
the Lord." Would you regard that of greater binding force than 
the manifesto? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir ; because I understand that the Lord has 
full right, after giving a general revelation, and may make special 

grovisions at certain times for the carrying out of a law; and he 
as, through the inspiration of his servant who held the keys, who 
stood at the head <. ' the church, and was his mouthpiece, said that 
there should be no further plural marriages. 

The Chairman. I understood you to say that this manifesto 'did 
not appear to come from the Lora ; that it was written by the presi- 
dent and then passed over to three gentlemen named and they fixed 
it up and revised it and had it published. 
Mr. Reynolds. I think you misunderstood me. 
The Chairman. That is not as great authority as the Book of Doc- 
trine and Covenants, you say ? ' 

Mr. Reynolds. I regard it for the time being as our rule of church 
practice, because it came from the head of the church, who has the 
right to direct in all such things. 
The Chairman. Very well ; it is a rule of the church. 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes; the rule of the church is binding now since 
we have accepted it, and by our vote at conference declared we would 
accept it. Therefore we are bound to regard it in all respects. In 
my mind, there is no conflict. 

'Mr. Tayler. Mr. ^Reynolds, these actions begin, then, with the 
bishop's court? > 

Mr. Reynolds. Generally, sir; but throughout the church there 
are what are called teachers, who visit from house to house under the 
direction of the bishop. They do not sit as a court, but if any diffi- 
culties arise between the parties residing in the district which they 
visit, they have the right to reconcile the parties to prevent them 
coming into court if possible. 

Mr. Tayler. If one party has a grievance against another he files 
his complaint with the oishop's courL does he not? 

Mr. Reynolds. I can't tell you. I was never at a bishop's court, 
sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You were undertaking to tell us about the method of 
proceeding in these bishop's courts. 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes; I know what I have told you, but whether 
they \ 

Mr. Tayler. You do not mean that two parties come into the 
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bishop/s court and say : "We have a grievance and want yon to 
settle it for us." That is not the way it is done, is it t 
Mr. Reynolds. No 9 sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. One party endeavors to draw the other into court to 
settle the controversy. Is not that right? 

Mr. Reynolds. One party goes to the bishop and tells him the 
grievance and asks the bishop to appoint a time to hear it 

Mr. Tayleb. And then they proceed to hear it? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. And they hear all kinds of controversies between 
members of the church. Is that right? 

Mr. Reynolds. Controversies between members of the church— I 
believe I am justified in saying yes. 

Senator Overman. Suppose one of the members of the church is 
charged with larceny. Would he be tried in that court ? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; no crime that a man is amenable for to 
the laws of the land. Such things are not considered in the church 
courts. The book of Doctrine and Covenants, which has just been 
quoted from, says that such people shall be taken before the officers 
and tried by the laws of the land. 

Mr. Tayleb. Do you know Mr. William H. Seegmillerf 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir* 

Mr. Tayleb. How long have yon known him I 

Mr. Reynoij>s^]^ long as I can recollect 

Mr. Reynolds. He lives at Richfield, in Sevier County* 
l£r.^ 

Mr. Reynolds. Do you mean his ecclesiastical position f 

Mr. Reynolds. He is president of a stake, 

Mr. Tayleb. How long has he been the president of a stake? 

Mr. Reynolds. Quite a number of years. I don't know how long. 

Mr, Tayleb. You have had business relations with him—I mean 
official relations with him, more or less? 

Mr. .Reynolds. Yes; he has written to me with regard to mission- 
ary matters. 

Mr. Tayleb. What sort of relations would he have with you 
officially? 

Mr. Reynolds. He would probably recommend certain men as 
worthy to be called on missions, and send the letter to me as secretary 
of the missionary committee of the apostles to attend to the business. 

Mr. Tayleb. And on that account you and he had more or less cor- 
respondence? , 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes. 

Mr. Tayleb. You have met him, of course? You know him per- 
sonally? 

Mr. Reynolds. I have met him a few times. 

Mr. Tayleb. I wish you would look at this letter I now hand you 
and tell me whether that is in his handwriting. 

Mr. Reynolds. I don't know, sir. It somewhat resembles it 

Mr. Tayleb. Give us your opinion *s to whether it is Mr. Seeg- 
miller's handwriting. 

Mr. ReynoldsTu don't look— I am doubtful of it, sir. I am 
quite doubtful That signature don't seem to me to be the same* 
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Mr. Taylbr. Then, in your opinion, that is not Mr. Seegmiller's 
handwriting? ; 
Mr, Reynolds. No: I didn't say so, sir. 
Mr. Taylbr. You do not say so? 

Mr. Reynolds. No; I sajr I am simply doubtful. It don't seem 
to be exactly like his handwriting, but I dare not say it is not 

Mr. Taylbr. I wish you would give your opinion one way or the 
other whether it is or is not Mr. Seegmiller's handwriting. 

Mr. Reynolds. I am not an expert on handwriting^ 

Mr. Taylbr. No; I know you are not. I am not calling you as 
an expert or asking you that as an expert. 

Mr. Reynolds. Well, I am doubtful of it, sir; that is all that I 
can say. 

Mr. Taylbr. You mean you have no opinion one way or the other? 

Mr. Reynolds. No ; I have no direct opinion one way or the other. 
Sometimes I look at it, and it looks pretty much like his, and then 
again it does not 

Mr. Tayleb. Have you an indirect opinion on the subject? 

Mr. Reynolds. I don't know what you mean by an indirect opin- 
ion. 

Mr. Taylbr. You said you had no direct opinion on the subject 
Have you any other kind of opinion on the subject? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; I hive none. It may be and it may not. 

Mr. Taylbr. Then you are unable to express an opinion as to 
whether that is Mr. Seegmiller's handwriting? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes; as a witness I am unable to express ant 
opinion. v 

Mr. Taylbr. Suppose you were just an ordinary business man and 
received that paper. Would you have your doubts aroused as to 
whether that was Mr. Seegmiller's handwriting? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes. It don't appear as good writing as he writes. 4 

Mr. Taylbr. It does not appear as good? 

Mr. Reynolds. No* 

Mr. Taylbr. Well, he must have a very high reputation for pen- 
manship. 

Mr. Reynolds. You don't call that particularly good, do you? 
Mr. Taylbr. Would you say 

Mr. Worthington. How much more time will you want this after- 
noon to finish with this witness, Mr. Tayler? 

Mr. Taylbr. This subject of the courts was opened up on the other 
side, and I wanted to make a little proof in this connection by this 
witness. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I understood the committee would adjourn 
about 4 o'clock, and I made an arrangement in view of that fact. 

Mr. Taylbr. I might suspend with this witness and take Mr. Ham- 
lin, whose examination will not take more than five minutes, I 
believe. 

The Chairman. We will go on with the examination of this wit-~ 
ness, and if Mr. Worthington is obliged to leave at this time ? he can, 
if he desires to do so, cross-examine him further in the morning. 

Mr. Taylbr. Mr. Reynolds, about this method of trials. Parties 
go into the bishop's court, or the complainant goes there, and at his 
suggestion the bishop appoints a day and cites the other party to 
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Appear; and on that occasion, or at some other appointed time, the 
queetion of right which is involved is tried before that court! 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes. 

Mr. Taylbb. If the aggrieved party desires to do so, after judg- 
ment in that court,. he can appeal f 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 
Mr. TAYim To what court ! 

Mr. Reynolds. To the high council of the stake of which he is a 
member. 

Mr. Taylbb. Precisely ; and if the aggrieved party in that court 
desires iti after judgment in that court, he goes to— 
Mr. Reynolds. The first presidency. 

Mr. Taylbb. Composed now of Joseph F. Smith, Anton Lund, and 
John R. Winder! 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbb. Now, the refusal of the party against whom judgment 
is rendered to abide the judgment of the court is followed by excom- 
munication! . 

Mr. Reynolds. Not always. , 

Mr, Taylbb. Not necessarily; but that is what can be done if the 
ease is of sufficient consequence in the mind of the officials? 
Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbb. By whom is the order of excommunication issued! 

Mr. Reynolds. The party who refuses to abide by the decision 
would, as a general thing, oe summoned before the high council to 
show cause why he had not done so, and upon his refusal the high 
council — now this is not universal, but the general rule- 

Mr. Taylbb. Yes. 

Mr. Reynolds. The high council would decide upon whether he is 
to be suspended temporarily, to give him an opportunity of changing 
liis mind, or whether he should be severed from the church. 

Mr. Taylbb. Now, let me ask you whether this would be the usual 
form of the order of the court frying the case.- I will assume that 
this is a case of the right or title to lands. 

Mr. Reynolds. No; do not assume that, because title to- land is 
always referred to the civil courts. N 

Mr. Taylbb. Always! 

Mr. Reynolds. As far as I know, sir. 

Mr. Taylbb. Now, suppose this was the form in any particular 

w Bishop's court held to decide in the case of (Blank) against 
(Blank), presented at the bishop's court held October 18, 1901. 
After duly considering the matter as presented by both parties, our 
decision is that the party named, being the defendant, shall deed unto 
the other party the northwest 40 acres of the southeast quarter of sec- 
tion 1, township. 25, south of range 4, west of Salt Lake meridian. 
You are hereby required to comply with this decision in writing, or 
an appeal taken to the high council on or before the 15th day of 
November, 190t n 

It is headed ** Bishop's office. Monroe Ward, Sevier stake, Novem- 
ber 1. lGOL" and is signed "Orson Magleby, Samuel W. Goold, 
Joseph A. Smith." 

Is that about the form in which that decision would be rendered! 

Mr. Reynolds. I couldn't say, because I believe there is no form, 
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but each stake of Zion or each bishop's court will make its decision 
after its own manner. There are no printed forms that I have any 
knowledge of. 

Mr. Tayler. If that case was appealed, would the order be some* 
thing about in this form : 

"This appeal^ brought from Bishop Orson Magleby's court, in 
which (Blank) is the accuser and (Sister So-and-So) is the accused. 
She appeals fom the decision of Bishop Orson Magleby's court. On 
this case we render the following decision: We sustain the decision 
of B jhop Magleby's court, that the accused shall deed unto the 
accuser the northwest 40 acres of the southeast quarter of section 1, 
in township 25, etc., and we require* her thereafter to comply with this 
decision or appeal to the first president of our church. 

William H. Seegmiller, » 
"Joseph S. Horn, 
"James Christians, 

"State Presidency? 

Is that about the way it would be? 

Mr. Reynolds. I have never seen one before, sir, so I can't tell you. 
I never recollect having any such paper pass through my hands. 

Mr. Tayler. Let me ask you if, upon the persistent, contumacious 
refusal of the party to abide by the order of the court, this is the kind 
of a notice she would receive, after having received notice to show 
cause why she should not be excommunicated : 

"Dear Sister: By direction of the stake presidency you are 
hereby informed that at the session of the high council or the Sevier 
Stake of Zion, held June 19, 1903, you were excommunicated from 
the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints for failure to com- 
ply with the decision of the first presidency of the church in the case 
of (Blanks. Blank), 

u Very respectfully, 

" J. M. Lauritzen, 
"Stake Clerk, and Clerk of the High Conned." 

Is that the usual form of excommunication? 

Mr. Reynolds. I have never seen one before, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And if this, after that situation had arisen, would be 
the usual form of influence to bring to bear upon the parties to abide 
by the decree of the court : 

« Dear Sister: Yours of January 4 came duly to hand. I have 
read the contents with interest, and I regret very much that Cora is 
in the position you describe her to be. Surely an evil power is lead- 
ing her to her destruction. If she wants relief from her present situ- 
ation, she can obtain it by humbly complying with President Joseph 
F. Smith's decision in the accusation brought against fyer by James 
Leavitt, of Joseph ; heard first by the Monroe bishopric, then ap- 
pealed to the high council of the Sevier Stake of Zion, then appealed 
to Joseph F. Smith, whose .decision stands against her, and will so 
stand until she complies with it; and while this condition is main- 
tained she will be in distress and misery. Her only relief will be in 
complying with President Smith's wishes. 

u You say she has never broken a rule of the church. You forget 
that in this case she has done so by failing to abide by the decision of 

S. Doc. 486, 59-1, vol 2 6 
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the mouthpiece of God. I pray God to bless her, that humility may 
possess her soul and lead her to dd thai which the president inquires 
her to do. If she can not do this, I fear for her happiness here and 

" I am yours, in the Gospel, 

"WBjMAM H. SeEG M ILLES. ^ 

Is there anything in ail I have read to you which contradicts your 
notion of the method by which the church enforces its decrees f Is 
there anything unnatural or strained about it? 

Mr. Rbtnojlds. That letter is somewhat strained— to me. It is a 
personal letter. It does not belong to the courts. It is simply his 
opinion and advice to her, as president of a stake, if I understand it 
right ■ ' - . 

Mr. Tana*. Do you think his signature as president of a stake 
would be more cogent than his signature to a letter without " presi- 
dent of the stake "added f 

Mr. Rbynolds. Not without it was an official letter. 

Mr. Tatubb. Do you not think she would have auiie as much fear 
for her future here and hereafter without " president of the stake " 
being added to William H. Seegmiller's name f 

Mr. Rbtnolds. It all depends on the person. 

Mr. Tayxjer. We will suppose it is a woman. 

Mr. EaxNOLoa. I do not mean male or female, but the disposition of 

Mr. Tatuhl I understand. That is all. 

Senator Ovkemax. Do they have lower courts in the wards ? 

^ bishop. 
Tb0 teachers, who are his assistants in the management and control of 
the ward, can meet and talk the matter over, but they do not sit as a 
court They simply act aa the friends of the parties— as mediators. 

Senator (Wman. These courts you have been talking about are in 
the stakes, are they f 

Mr. Kstnouw. These courts I have been talking about are in the 
itekes of ffion. Wherever there is a bishop, there these courts exist 

Senator Ovsekan. Suppose the higher court in the stake should 
decide a matter, would there be an appeal then to the Salt Lake City 
court t 

Mr. Bxrnoum. If the higher court in the stake decides a matter, 
then either party can appeal to the presidency of the church, whose 
headquarters ism Salt Lake City. 

Senator Overman. He is the supreme power ! 

Mr. Bkynold*. He is the supreme power, but beyond that, under 
certain circumstances which I can not explain, the person can even 
appeal from the presidency of the church to the whole church in con- 
ference assembled, and have the decision of the whole body of the 
church. I have never known such a thing to take place, but it lsjpro- 

^The Chazbxan. I was out for a moment, and I do not know, Mr. 
Taylar, whether you have asked him bow these decrees or judgments 
are imposed. ? ' - 

Mr. TAYLBtt. I have asked him j yes. 

Cmairma*. Is there anything further? 

Mr* Va* Govt. It waa our understanding that Mr. Worthington 
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might hare the opportunity to examine the witness further in the 
morning. 

The Chaibman. I did not know but that you might want to ask 
him something now. 
Mr. Van Cott, No, sir* 

The Chairman. Then you may be excused for the present, Mr. 
Reynolds. Mr. Worthington may want to ask you some further 
questions in the morning. Who is your next witness, Mr. Tayler I 

Mr. Taylbb. Mr, Hamlin. 

TESTIMONY OF JOHH HE NET HAMXIH. 

tToHN Henby Hamlin, having been first duly sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows: 
Mr. Taylbb. What is your first name* 
Mr. Hamlin. John Henry Hamlin. 
Mr. Taylbb. Where do you live, Mr. Hamlin t 
Mr. Hamlin. Salt Lake City, Utah. 
Mr. Taylbb. How long have you lived there? 
Mr. Hamlin. Forty-two years. 

Mr. Taylbb. What relation are you to Lillian Hamlin? 

Mr. Hamlin. Brother. 

Mr. Taylbb. She is younger than you? 

Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbb. How much younger? 

Mr. Hamlin. Possibly ten years. 

Mr. Taylbb. Where was she early in 1896? 

Mr, Hamlin. I don't remember exactly. 

Mr. Taylbb. What was she doing? 

Mr. Hamlin. What year was that ? 

Mr. Taylbb. 1896. I am speaking now of the time immediately 
prior to the time when she was married. 
Mr. Hamlin. She was home. 

Mr. Tayleb. Had she always lived at home up to that time? 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbb. How long had she been teaching school ? 
Mr. Hamlin Four or five years, I believe. 

Mr. Taylbb. And prior to that time she had been going to school, 
had she ? 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Taylbb. Where? 

Mr. Hamlin. At the public schools, and then finally to the Uni- 
versity of Utah. 

Mr. Taylbb. Where is that? 

Mr. Hamlin. In Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Tayleb. When did you first learn of her marriage? 

Mr. Hamlin. I don't know just what year it was. 

Mr. Tayler. How long was it before she was a widow that you 
learned of her marriage ? 

Mr. Hamlin. Two weeks, I think, 

Mr. Taylbb. And whom did she marry? 

Mr. Hamlin. I only know what 1 heard. 

Mr. Taylbb, What was your family conviction and understand- 
ing about that? 
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Mr. Hamlin. That she was married to a Mr. Cannon. 

Mr. Tayler. What was his first name f 

Mr. Hamlin. Abram, 

Mr. Tayler. An apostle of the church! 

Mr. Hamlin. I be! ieve so. I understood so. 

Mr. Tayler. That was in the summer of 1896, was it not? 

Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And where did you understand she was married? 
Mr. Hamlin. On the Pacific coast 
Mr. Tayler. By whom If 

Mr. Hammn. Well, our understanding was that President Joseph 
F. Smith married her. 

Mr. Tayler. You say " our misunderstanding." Whom do f ou 
mean — your father and mother and yourself f Have you other 
sisters or brothers? 

Mr. Hamlin. My brothers— my sisters, rather, and my folks. 

Mr. Tayler. Prior to the summer of 1896 she had been living at 
home always, had she ? 

Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Had she been married prior to that time? 
Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Was she an attractive young woman? 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Had she been receiving attentions from young men 
constantly? 
Mr. Hamlin. I think so. 

Mr. Tayler. You lived in the neighborhood after you were mar- 
ried, did you ? 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes. ~ . 

Mr. Tayler. You saw your sister and your family how often* 
Mr; Hamlin. Oh, every two or three days. 

Mr. Tayler. There was no intimation or indication prior to this 
time that you speak of, when you learned^be was married to Apostle 
Abram Cannon, that your sister Lillian had ever been married, was 
there? 

Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Where is she now? 

Mr. Hamlin. I don't know. 

Mr. Tayler. When did you last see her? 

Mr. Hamlin. I can't exactly tell. It has been such a long while* 

Mr. Tayler. About how long ago? 

Mr. Hamlin. It has been four or five years. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you not heard of her? 

Mr. Hamlin. Not directly. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you no idea where she is, Mr. Hamlin ? 

Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Has she a child ? 

Mr. Hamlin. Yes ; she has a child. 

Mr. Tayler. Named Cannon ? 

Mr. Hamlin. Yes; the child goes by the name of Cannon? 
_ The Chairman. Do you know the whole name ? 

Mr. Hamlin. Marva, I believe— Marva Cannon. 

Mr. Tayler. You say it goes by the name of Cannon. Nobody has 
ever questioned that tie child was the daughter of Abram Cannon ? 
Noboay has ever doubted that that you know of? 
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Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. I think that is all 

Mr, Van Cott. Mr. Hamlin, in what way did you find tfiat Joseph 
F. Smith performed that ceremony, so that you state it is your gen- 
eral understanding that he did perform it ? 

Mr. Hamlin. From relatives— the family. 

Mr. Van Cott. What relatives! 

Mr. Hamlin. My wife. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Hamlin, did you ever hear that Joseph F. 
Smith performed that ceremony, any more than just talk among the 
relatives? What I want to know is whether there is any fact that 
you have that Joseph F. Smith performed that ceremony? 

Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. It is just the talk in the family. Is that all? 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you a member of the Mormon Church, Mr. 
Hamlin? 
Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Were you ever a member? 

Mr. Hamlin. No. I might say I was baptized at church once, 
when I was young. 
Mr. Van Cott. Eight years of age? 
Mr. Hamlin. Eight years of age. 

Mr. Van Cott. But you have never been an active member or a 
member of the Mormon Church? 
Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Are your parents? 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

The Chairman. You say " talk in the family." Who? 

Mr. Hamlin. Why, I just answered that I heard it from my wife. 

The Chairman. Anyone else? 

Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 

The Chaibman. You ao not know where she got her information? 
l^b*. Hamlin. No; J couldn't say. 

The Chairman. T us know where she got her information, as 
you understand it. 

Mr. Hamlin. I suppose from my sisters and my mother and folks. 
She visited there. 

The Chairman. I believe Mr. Cannon died, did he not? 

Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. After this marriage?* 

Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Did his wife, your sister, attend the funeral ? 

Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Where was it held? 

Mr. Hamlin. In the tabernacle. 

The Chairman. Do you remember when that was? 

Mr. Hamlin. Soon after the marriage. 

The Chairman. About how long? 

Mr. Hamlin. In the neighborhood, I should say, of thirty days, or 
three weeks, or such a matter. 
The Chairman. Did she go as one of the mourners? 
Mr. Hamlin. I don't know. 



The Chairman. Did you attend! 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman* Well, do you not te&ow whether she came in at 
the close of the service, or came in as one of the mourners! 

Mr. Hamlin. They were aU assembled together there. I didn't 
make any particular note of it 

The Chairman. And you have no impression upon that question 1 

Mr. Hamlin. No, sir; I seen her there. 

The Chairman. Where did she go after the funeral! 

Mr. Hamlin. I couldn't say. 

The Chairman, You do not know! 

Mr. Hamlin. No. sir. 

The Chairman. Do you know whether this child inherits any pf 
the property! i 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. \ 
The Chairman. Does it or does it not! 
Mr. Hamlin. It does. 
The Chairman. It inherits the property! 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. The property of what! Of the Cannon estate! 
The Chairman. Of the Cannon estate! 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

Senator Overman. Did your sister tell you, or your wife, who mar- 
ried her! 

Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. * # 

Mr. Taylrr. Did your sister Lillian have no conversation with you 
about it! 
Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 

Mr. Taylrr. Did she have with your wife! 
Mr. Hamlin. I don't believe so. 

Mr. Taylrr. Did you have any talk with your father or mother 
about it! 
Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 

Mr. Taylrr. You have never talked with them about it! 

Mr. Hamlin. Oh, I don't know; not in a very direct way. I just 
possibly might have alluded to it once in a while, but not any special 
particular degree. 

Mr. TaylRr. There never has been one understanding ? or impres- 
sion, or talk in the family respecting it, except that vour sister Lulian 
married Abrain Cannon a few weeks before he died, and that Joseph 
F. Smith married them! There has never been any variation from 
that in your family talk and consideration of that subject, has there! 

Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. • 

The Chairman. Where is the child ! 

Mr. Hamlin. I can't tell you. 

The Chairman. You do not know where your sister is! 
Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Is the child with Mrs. Cannon! 
Mr. Hamlin. I presume so. 

Jfe Vak Cost. Mr. Hamlin, did anyone ever tell you that Joseph 
F. Smith performed that ceremony, who pretended to know that he 
did perform it! , ; 

Mr. Hamlin. No; v K^-l-. 

Mr. Taylrr. I think that is all now, Senator. 
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The Chairman. I want to ask one question. Where did you receive 
the impression, or from whom did you receive the impression that the 
ceremony was performed by President Smith? 

Mr. Hamlin. From my wife. 

The Chairman. Where is your wife? 

Mr. Hamlin. She is in Salt*Lake City. 

The Chairman. When did you receive that information from her! 
Mr. Hamlin. I can't say just exactly when it was. 
The Chairman. Can you tell me about when it was? Was it about 
the time of his death f 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 
The Chairman. What did she say to you! 

Mr. Hamlin. I can not recall the exact conversation. That was 
just the substance of it 

The Chairman. Well, the substance. s 

Mr. Hamlin. I say what J have related is the substance, that we 
understood she was married to Abram Cannon, and that Joseph F. 
Smith married her on the high seas* 

The Chairman. What was the name of your wife before her mar- 
riage to you ? 

Mr. Hamlin. Bates— Elizabeth Bates. 

The Chairman. Where did she live? 

Mr. Hamlin. Earda, Tooele County. 

Senator Overman. She was not a witness to the marriage, was she? 
Mr. Hamlin. No. 

The Chairman. When you received the information from your 
wife and as the matter was talked about, did the suggestion ever 
come to you that anyone else performed the ceremony except Mr. 
Smith? 

Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Hamlin, were your wife and sister on friendly 
terms ? 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Usually so, or unusually so? 
Mr. Hamlin. Well, they were quite friendly. 
Senator Dubois. They visited quite a~good deal, and were really 
good friends; I mean beyond the mere relationship? 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Did you ever know of your sister saying that any- 
one married her beside Joseph F. Smith? 
Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 

Senator Dubois. She never said that he did not marry her and 

that somebody else married her? 
Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. How long did your sister stay in Utah after her hus- 
band's death; several years? 

Mr. Hamlin. No; I believe she went away soon after that* 
Mr. Tayleb. Have you any idea about how long she stayed? 

Mr, Hamlin. In the neighborhood of two years, I think. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you see her frequently after that time? 

Mr. Hamlin. No; I haven't seen her frequently since she was mar- 
ried. 

Mr. Tayleb. Where did she live after Abram Cannon's death ?■ 
Mr. Hamlin. Well, I am not sure. She did live in Provo lor a 



long while. I wouldn't want you to understand that my sister gave 
mjr wife — this sister you are speaking of— -gave my wife this informa- 
tion, I have several sisters. 
The Chairman. Yes; I understand that 

Mr. Tattler. Did she go to a normal school in New York after her 
husband's death? , 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Then did she come back to Utah after that? 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. How long was she at the normal school at Owego, 
NY.? 

Mr. Hamlin. Why, it was in the neighborhood of two years, I 
believe. 

Mr. Tayler. Then she came back and was at Provo for some time, 
was she not? 
Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And after she was at Provo she lived at Salt Lake 
for some time, did she not? 

Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. \ 

Mr. Tayler. After she left Salt Lake did she not go to Canada! 

Mr. Hamlin. I don't know where she is, ~ 

Mr. Tayler. Is that your understanding—that she went to 
Canada? 

Mr. Hamlin. Well, I don't quite understand it that way. 
Jfr. T^^ 

Mr. Hamlin. I know that she is away somewhere. 

Mr, Tayler. What is your understanding about where she did go? 

31r. Hamlin. It might be Canada or Mexico. 

Mr. Tayler. Would you make a choice between those two? 

Mr. Hamlin. No. 

Mr. Tayler. Toward which of them does the inclination of your 
opinion go ? 

Mr. Hamlin, I am puzzled about that 

Mr. Tayler. Well, 1 will not refine any more on that point. 

The Chairman. How many sisters have you, Mr. Hamlin! 

Mr* Hamlin. Five. 
# The Chairman. Do you know where the others are? 

Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. All of them? 

Mr. Hamlin. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. But you do not know where this one is! 

Mr, Hamlin. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler, Is she married again? 

Mr. Hamlin. I can not tell you. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you an opinion about that? 

Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you not heard she was married again? [After 
a pause/} Have you not heard that she has been married again? 

Mr. Hamlin. Yes; I did hear some rumor-~talk. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you not heard she is the plural wife of another 
Cannon? V>,'".. 

Mr. Hamlin. Yes, I heard that 

Mr. Tayler. And you have heard that she is in Canada, have you 
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Mr, Hamlin , Why, I wouldn't be sore. It was either Canada or 
Mexico ; I can't remember now which. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you ever hear that your sister was married to 
another Cannon other than the rumor you nave spoken of? 

Mr. Hamlin. No. 

Mr. Van Cott. Yqu never got more definite information than sim- 
ply gossip or rumor? 
Mr. Hamlin. That is all. 

Mr. Tayler. You never had any contradiction of it, had you? 

Mr. Hamlin. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That is all, Senator. 

The Chairman. Then the committee will stand adjourned until 
to-morrow morning at 10 o'clock. 

The committee (at 4 o'clock and 30 ii.inutes p. m.) adjourned until 
Tuesday morning, December 13, 1904, at 10 o^clock. 



Washington, D. C., December 13, 190$. 
The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Present: Senators Burrows (chairman), McComas, Dubois, and 
Overman; also Senator Smoot; also R. W. Tayler, counsel for protes- 
tants; A. S. Worthington and Waldemar Van Cott, counsel for.tte 
respondent, and Franklin S. Richards, counsel for certain witnesses. 

The Chairman. Mr. Tavler, are you ready to proceed? 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Worthington wanted to ask the witness who was 
on the stand last evening a question or two. 

Mr. Worthington. I nave not had time to look at his testimony. 

Mr. Van Cott. We will let the matter go over for the present* 

The Chairman. Are you ready, Mr. Tayler ? 

Mr. Tattler. Call J. H. Wallis. 

TESTIMONY OF J. H. WALLIS, BE. 

J. H* Wallis, Sr., being duly sworn, was examined, and testified 
as follows : 

Mr. Tayler. Where do you live, Mr. Wallis? 
Mr. Wallis. In Salt Lake City. 
Mr. Tayler. Where were you born ? 
Mr. Wallis. In London, England. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you been a member of the Mormon Church? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir; from 1851. 

Mr. Tayler. Where did you become a member of the church in 
London?. 

Mr. Wallis. In the Whitechapel branch of the London conference. 
Mr. Tayler. When did you come to uiis country ? 
Mr. Wallis. In May, 1890. 

Mr. Tayler, And did you go directly to Salt Lake City? 
Mr. Wallis. No; I went to Nephi first of all. 
Mr. Tayler. You went to Utah, however ? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Had you any relatives or friends in Utah! 

Mr. Wallis. I had a son there. 

Mr. Tayler. How long had he been there ? 




Mr, Tatler. Is your wife living f 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir; she came with ma 

Mr, Tatler. You hare, and hate had, but one wife! 

Mr. Wallis. I have had three. 

Mr. Tatler. Have you had more than one at one time? 
Mr. Wallis. No, air. 

Mr. Tatler. Did you do any work in connection with the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Letter Day Saints after you came to this country! 
Mr. Walus. No, sir; only as a block teacher. 
Mr. Tatler. As a block teacher? 

Mr, Wallis. Yes, sir. »■ . . 

Mr. Tatler. Where was that? 

Mr. Wallis. In Salt Lake City, on the seventh block of the Six- 
teenth Ward 
Mr. Tatler. When did you go to Salt Lake City ? 
Mr. Wallis. In 1802. 

Mr. Tatler. Arid you have lived there ever since? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler, Do you know Apostle George Teasdale? 
Mr. Wallis. I was well acquainted with him. He came from the 
same end of London as I did myself.- 
Mr. Tatler. Did you know him before he came to this country? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Did you know Marian Scoles? 

Mr. Wallis. I was well acquainted with her. v 

Mr. Tatler. Where did she live before she came to this country ? 

Mr. Wallis. She lived in the northern end of London. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you know about when she came to this country ? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. She came to Salt Lake City about the same 
time my eldest son did, about 1891, 1 think. It was September, 1891, 
[A pause.] 

Mr. Tatler. Never mind the exact date. 

Mr. Wallis. I can not find the exact paper. 

Mr. Tatler. Was she an unmarried woman when she left London 
to come to this country ? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. x , - 

Mr, Tatler. Did you see her often after she came to this country ? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. What was her name? 

Mr. Tatler. Marian Scoles. [To the witness.] Do you know 



Mr, Wallis. No* sir; only by repute. v. . 

Mr. Tayler. Did you see tier after her reputed marriage to him? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. a 
Mr. Tatier. Do you know about when she died ? I do not mean 
to ask you the date, but did you know about the time she died ? 
Mr. Wallis. No, sir; my memory does not serve me on that point 
Mr. Tatler. You recall her death? 
Sfr. Wallis. I recall her death right enough. 
Mr. Tatler. And about the time it occurred you knew of it? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. And she died as the wife of Apostle Teasdale? 
Mr. Wallis. Yea, air. 
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Mr. Taylbr. Sorepntedf 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. Have you seen the inscription on her tomb t 
Mr. Wallm. No, sir* 

Mr. Taylbr. Were you for a great many years a believer in the 
Mormon faith! . 
Mr. Wallis. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Taylbr. Were you a believer in the Mormon faith for a great 
many years? > 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. And you believed in the doctrine of celestial mar- 
riage? 

Mr. Wallis. No, sir; never. 

Mr, Taylbr. Did you believe in the doctrine of marriage to those 
who were dead? 

Mr. Wallis. Well, I did, partly; but I could not say that I was 
fully a believer in that 

Mr. Taylbb. Were any marriage ceremonies performed in the tem- 
ple between you and any women who were dead* 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. How many times were such ceremonies performed? 
Mr. Wallis. Four times for the dead. ' 

Mr. Taylbr. And in what other respects did you stand in relation 
to a marriage ceremony ? 

Mr. Wallis. 1 was married to my present wife there for time and 
all eternity. 

Mr. Taylbr. I want to make headway, and therefore, lead on that, 
as I understand what it is that you will say about it Did you stand 
as proxy for somebody else? 

Mr. Wallis. Well, yes; on one occasion I did. 

Mr. Taylbr. That is to say, some living woman was married for 
eternity to a dead man ? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes* sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. Ana you stood as proxy for the dead? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. That is the usual way in which such marriages are 
performed, is it not? - 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Taylbr. Are those all of the ceremonies that you passed 
through in the temple? 
Mr. Wallis. In the marriage relation, I think. 
Mr. Tayler. In the marriage relation? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. What other ceremonies than those connected with the 
marriage relation did you pass through? 

Mr. Wallis. I took the endowment for all the dead that I had any- 
thing to do with. 

Mr. Taylbr. That is to say, endowments for those whom you had 
thus married? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes; for all those, and some that I had nothing to do 
with in the marriage line. 

Mr. Taylbr. How is that? •< » - 

Mr. Wallis. And some that I had nothing to do with in the mar- 
riage line. I took endowments for a quantity of them. 
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Mr. Tatlbr. What wu the occasion for taking endowments for 
those with whomyou were not married f 

Mr. Wallis. Well ? for a son, a brother, a sister-in-law, and so 
forth — relatives of mine. 

Mr. Taylor. Were they living persons! 

Mr. Wallis. Oh, no ; all dead. 

Mr. Tatleb. All dead! 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. Were those persons for whom you thus took endow- 
ments persons who were not m their lifetime members of the church ? 

Mr. Wallis. With one exception ; and that was my brother, and 
he died in full fellowship in the church in the old country. 

Mr. Tatleb. Was there what was called an endowment ceremony 
in connection with the marriage ceremony? 

Mr. Wallis. It had to be taken first The endowment had to be 
taken before you could be married. 

Hie Chairman. Before what? 

Mr. Wallis. Before you could be married— before you could go 
through the marriage ceremony. 4 

Mr. Tatleb. Then, am I correct in understanding you as saying 
that each time you were married to some person who was dead — each 
' time that you stood as proxy for some man who was dead—to be 
married for eternity only, with some living woman, as well as each 
time that you undertook to take endowments for some person dead, 
for the mere purpose of associating them fully with the church, you 
took the endowments? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir.t 

Mr. Tatleb. How manv times in all, then, in that way. did you 
pass through the temple* if that is the proper term to use? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes; that is the proper term. I think about twice, 
so far as males are concerned. 

Mr. Tatleb. But altogether how many times? 

Mr. Wallis. I could not say. I am not provided with the figures. 
My temple book is in Salt Lake City. I dia not think to bring it. 

Mr. Tatleb. It was many times? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir: I suppose 20. 

Mr. Tatleb. When did you first go through the temple! 

Mr. Wallis. In 1895. 

Mr. Tatleb. When did you last go through it? 
Mr; Wallis. In 1898, 

Mr. Tatleb. And without referring now to the specific method of 
conducting the ceremony, was it always substantially the same? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. How long did the ceremony require ? 
Mr. Wallis. About two hours. 

Mr. Tatleb. Were there others in company with you generally ? 
Mr. Wallis* Yes, sir; sometimes upwards of a hundred. 
The Chaibman. Mr. Tayler, if it will not interrupt you, I would 
like to ask a question for my own information. 
Mr. Tatleb. Not at alL 

The Chaibman. You sav that this endowment was always taken 
previous to the ceremony df marriage with the living or the dead ? 
Mr. Waller. Yes, air; the endowment always came first. 
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ThetyHAiKMAN. Is that true where two living parties were married 
in the temple; was the endowment taken first? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir* 
The Chairman. Always! 

Mr. Wallis. It was the same with myself and my wife. 
The Chairman. Then the endowment is a prerequisite to mar- 
riage? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. ' 
Mr. Tayleb. When did you take the endowment for the purpose of 
marrying your present wife? 
Mr. Wallis; The first time I went into the temple. 
Mr. Tayleb. That was about 1895 then ? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Were all these taken in the same building! 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbb. At Salt Lake City! 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. T tleb. In the temple at Salt Lake City! 
Mr. ' r LLis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Xaylbb. Had you and your present wife been previously mar- 
ried in England? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. Tayleb. What particular reason was there for the marriage 
ceremony taking place again ? 

Mr. Wallis. The fact that we wished to be married for time and 
all eternity according to the ritual of the Mormon Church. 

Mr. Tayleb. You had not been so married in England! 

Mr. Wallis. No ? sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Is it, according to the Mormon belief, possible to be 
married for time and all eternity in any other place than a temple, 
as you understand it! 

Mr. Wallis. I have known of such things, but I am told they 
were not legal according to the church. 

Mr. Tayleb. Now, Mr. Wallis, do you feel that you have a distinct 
familiarity with the endowment ceremony! 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Tayleb. From beginning to end! 

Mr. Wallis. Yes; pretty near, I believe. 

Mr. Tayleb. I have no special desire myself for a detailed account 
of it, but I want to reach certain parts of it as promptly as possible. 
At some stage in the endowment ceremony a certain obligation 

Mr. Wallts. Yes, sir. % 

Mr. Tayleb. Was taken by those who passed through the cere- 
mony? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. I would be obliged if you will state in a general way, 
so that we may understand its character, what occurred, without 
going into the details of it, down to the point where any certain 
obligation was taken by you and those who with you were going 
through the ceremony. ' ' 

Mr. Wallis. The obligations of priesthood were taken, the two 
with the Aaronic priesthood and two with the Melchisedec Would 
you like me to give the details of it? 

Mr. Tayleb. Go on. 
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Mr. Waxxib. JSxgusb my rising. * 
llie ChBurvu aw. Certainly. 

Mr. Walus (standing). w You, and each of you, do solemnly 
promise and vow that I will not reveal this the first token of the 
Aaronic priesthood with its accompanying name, sign, and penalty. 
Should I do so "--this is the sign [indicating] — ^1 agree that my 
throat be cut from ear to ear and my tongue torn out by its root* 
from my mouth;" 

That is the first obligation. ' 

Mr. Tatlbb. Is that taken by all who go through! 

Mr. Wallis. By aJLr 

Mr. Tatlbb. You took it with the rest? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Each time that you passed through the ceremony f 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. That is called the Aaronic I 

Mr. Wallis. That is called the first token of the Aaronic priest- 
hood. The second token of the Aaronic priesthood— its sign is that 
[indicating], and the obligation commences the same, only that " I 
agree to have my breast cut asunder and my heart and vitals torn 
from my bdftjr*^.- 

Then the first token of the Melchisedec priesthood is this [indicat- 
ing] : is this square [indicating], and about the same words, only 
that •* I agree to have my body cut asunder in the midst and all my 
bowels gushed out" The second token of the Melchisedec priest- 
hood there is no penalty to, but the sign is the crucifixion sign, and 
the words accompanying that are " Pale, hail, haiL" I do not know 
what it means. 

Mr. Tatlbb. How do you spell it t f 

Mr. Waixis. I do not Know. 

Mr. Tatlbb, How do you spell the sound that you give? 
Mr. Wallis. The same as I pronounce it now — pale, r \aiL 
Mr. Tatlbb. Is it pao, or pall 

Mr. Waixis. I can not tell you which is the spelling. I only know 
the way they all say it. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Some people sound certain letters different from 
others. 

Mr. Wallis. I think I have the pronunciation pretty near correct. 
Mr. Tatlbb. Pass on. Those are all vows to secrecy? 
Mr. Wallis* Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. With an accompanying penalty if the secret is dis- 
closed? f 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. At any other stage of that ceremony is there an obli- 
gation? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. There are two or three obligations taken 
after that There are vows— the " vow of the sacrifices" is one— 
where we vow conjointly to give all our stibstance and all we mig;ht 
ever become possessed of to the sup^rt of the Church of Jesus Christ 
of Latter-Day Saints. 

Mr, Tatlbb. That is the substance of ^hat vow ? 

Mr. Wallis. That is the substance of that vow. 

Mr. Tatlbb. What other vow ? r 

Mr. Wallis. Another is called the " vow of chastity," by which we 



all vowed we would have no connection with any of the other sex un- 
less they were given to us by the priesthood j and another vow was 
what we used to call the "bath of vengeance." I do not know whether 
I have it right or not— that we would never cease to importune high 
heaven to take vengeance on the inhabitants of the earth for the mur- 
ders of the prophets. I do not know whether I have it exactly right, 
but that is the substance of it 

Mr. Tayler. Stand up, if it will help you, and give us the words, if 
you can. , 

Mr. Wallis (standing up). ** That you and each of you do promise 
and vow that you win never cease to importune high heaven to 
avenge the blood of the prophets upon the nations of the earth or the 
inhabitants of the earth. 

I could not tell you exactly which it was. It was some year or two 
ago. If my memory serves me, that is about right, and a passage of 
Scripture is quoted from the Revelations, the sixth chapter, ninth 
verse, I think it is, where the souls of those who had been slain cried 
aloud from under the altar for vengeance. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Revelations, sixth chapter, ninth verse. 

Mr. Wallis. Revelations, sixth chapter, ninth verse, I believe. 

Mr. Tattler. Substantially in that form these obligations were 
taken each time that you went through! 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. I think that is all. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Mr. Wallis^ are you still a member of the Mor- 
mon Church? 

Mr. Wallis. Still, so far as I have received any official notification 
of my being severed from it I could not say about it x - 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you ever given the church or any officer 
or minister thereof any notification that you do not consider your- 
self to be a member of the church? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir; I gave notification of that to George R. 
Emery, my bishop, that I intended having nothing whatever to do 

with them again* 
Mr. y^ORTHiNOTON. What is his jurisdiction? Where is his 

bishopric?;-.//; ^ 

Mr. Wallis. The Sixteenth Ward. 

Mr. Worthinoton. When did you do that? When did you give 
hint that notification? 
Mr. Waixis. Seven or eight months ago. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Did you give it to him verbally or in writing! 
Mr. Wallis. Verbally. 

Mr. Worthinoton. in the presence of any third person? 
Mr. Waijlis. In the presence of his wife and mine. 
Mr. Worthinoton. Where? At what place? 
Mr. Wallis. In Salt Lake. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I know: but where in Salt Lake City! - 

Mr. Wallis. On the main street ; we met there. He asked me the 
question and I gave him an official notification. 

Mr. Worthinoton. That was the first notification, then, which you 
had given to anybody representing the church that you did not con- 
sider yourself anv longer bound to resect its obligations? 

Mr. Wallis. That was the first; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Wo HT Hiy <m> iff. And up to that time had you communicated to 
anyb<)dy the infomation which ^ to-dayf 

Mr. WALtaa^l^ 
* Mr* Wobtoinotok. Anybody not a member of the church, X mean! 

Mr. W^kiia. ^ 

Mr. WbirrkhfO'row. Wbte did ybtt flr^ communicate to anybody 
what you have testified to here this morning? 

Mr. Wallis. Some four or five months ago, I suppose. 

Mr. WoaTHiNGTON. And to whom did you first make that dis- 
closure of alleged events? 

Mr. Wallis. To Mr. OweiL 

Mr. Wobthington. This gentleman who sits here! 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WoirramoroN. Did you seek him out or did he seek you out! . 

Mr. Wallis. I was at work for him. I worked for him. 

Mr. WoitHiNOToif. You worked for him? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthi»oton. In what capacity ? 

Mr. Wallis. As shoemaker. I repaired Jus shoes. 

Mr. Wo»*hinoton. Is that your vocation ? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinotok. Had you ever done any work in that line for 
him before? 
Mr. Wallis No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. He came to have you do some work? What 
was it? 

* Mfc^A^^ 

1^ of shoes come to drift 

into the talk about the things to which you have testified here? 

Mr. Wallis. I suppose we talked, as most shoemakers do, about 
something, and that was the trefid of the conversation. 

Jff. WoirrsnKOTOK. Did he sit down and stay with you while you 
mended his shoes! 

Mr. Wallis. No, sir. . He called on me and brought them or 
fetched them away ; I could not tell which. 

Mr. Wok you have this talk with him when he 

brought you the shoes? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes ; part of it 

Mr, Wobthington. How did the subject come up! 

Mr. Wallis. I suppose I considered npayself an aggrieved indi- 
vidual, and talked about the subject I had most at heart 

Mr. Wobthington. Why did you talk to him | 

Mr. Wallis. The same as I would to anybody else. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Yx>u say you never mentioned it to anybody 
else up to that time ? 

Mr. Wallis. I did not know at the time that he was connected 
with anything of this sort, certainly. 

Mr. Wobthington. It was just a coincidence that you happened to 
talk first to the man who was looking for evidence against Senator 
Smobt? • 

Mr* Wallis. Yes, sir : that is about all. 

Mr. WoBrmNGToN. Was this talk with him in your shop! 

Mr. Walus. In my shop. . 

Mr. Wobthington. Dicf any third person hear the conversation t 
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Mr. Willis. Not unless it was my wife; no. 
Mr. Worthington. Did your wife? 
Mr. Wallis* Very likely she did. 

Mr. WoHTHofNGTON. Did you have any further talk with him on 
the subject? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes; sir; I have talked with hini on several occasions. 
Mr. Worthinoton. Did you go to see him or did he come to see 
you? 

Mr. Wallis. I have taken his work home, and of course then I 
saw him. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You have been doing work for him, then, since 
then? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Always repairing shoes? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. The same pair? 

Mr. Wallis. Well, no, sir; not the same pair. I believe he is pos- 
sessed of several pairs of shoes. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you talked to anybody else than Mr. 
Owen about this business? 

Mr. Wallis. No ; unless I may have done so on the road. I do not 
know whether I have dropped a word on the road. I have not had 
any real ^ conversation with anybody. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You said you were a block teacher in Salt 
Lake City. 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I wish you would explain what you mean by 
a " block teacher " — seventh block of the Sixteenth Ward. 

Mr. Wallis. The ward is divided into blocks, numbered from 1 
upward. Each block has a separate teacher, or two, in fact, in most 
instances. They run together. They teach them the Gospel. They 
pay attention to their wants They collect what they like to give by 
way of donations to the church. 

Mr. Worthinoton. The city is divided into wards and the wards 
into blocks, and each block has its pair of teachers who go around in 
that way ? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. How long did you fill that position ? 
Mr. Wallis. About seven years. 

Mr. Worthinoton. When did you cease to be one of the teachers? 
Mr. Wallis. I could not exactly say ; pretty nearly three years ago. 
Mr. Worthinoton. I think you said that you never believed in the 
doctrine of celestial marriage ? 
Mr. Wallis. Never. 
Mr. Worthington. You never did ? 
Mr. Wallis. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. And you married your present wife in Eng- 
land? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Worthinoton. First? 
Mr. Wallis. First 

Mr. Worthington. First for time ; the ordinary marriage cere* 
mony? 

Mr. Wallis. The civil marriage ceremony. 
S. Doc. 486, 69-1, vol 2 — -0 



Mr. Wo btmin oto n. When yon mm hM jon went through the 
ot^i^niArrim^ ceremony in the temple, as you have testified? 

Mr, WowinNcnoK. Arid a ceremony you did not believe in I 
Mr* Wallis. I do not know whether she did or not 
Mr. Wobthington. I say you; that you did not believe iu it? 
Mr* Walus, That is right enough. 

Mr. Wobthtngton. You went through that ceremony which you 
did not believe in or have any faith in! 
Mr* Walub, That is really the fact 

Mr. WoitTHiNOToif . Were you asked whether you believed in it or 
not! , . 

Mr. Wallis. No. 

Mr. Woithihoton. But you took the vows f 

Mr. Walus. I took the vows along with the rest 

Mr, Wobthlnoton. You took them without believing in them! 

Mr* Walus. That is it That's what's the matter. I took it as a 
sort of vaudeville entertainment— the whole of it 

Mr. Wobthinotow. Bid you give any indication by your manner 
that you considered it a joke! 

Mr. Walus. Oh, no. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. You went through it with great solemnity % r 
Mr. Walus. Yea, sir; that is, the solemnity the rest of them did. 
There is not much solemnity attached to any of it 
Mr. Wobthinoton. There is not? ;. : '-"v- .'- v ; " ' " ; . •; 

Mr. Walus. No. 

Mr. Wobthington. You do not consider that there is any solemnity 
in jptyi through the forms that you went through f 
Mr. Wallis, not at all. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Did you consider it a joke! 
Mr. Walus. Pretty near so. 

Mr. Wobthu^oton. Did the others seem to consider it a joke! 
Mr. Walus. Lots of them did. 

Mr. Wobthikoton. Did I understand you to say, as a reason for 
your falling into this conversation when Mr. Owen came to you, that 
you felt aggrieved I 

Mr. Walus. I felt aggrieved for a number of years. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. I>id the matter about which you were ag- 
grieved relate to any particular individual or the church f 

Mir. Walus. The church at large, so far as my connection 

Mr* Wobthinoton. And not to any particular person ! 

Mr. WiLus. No particular person. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Mr. Chairman* it is obvious from the examina- 
tion of this witness that I will have to confer with others before we 
decide whether to cross-examine him further or not. We can do* that 
probably during the recess. I should like to have him stand aside at 
least until we return at 2 o'clock. 

The Chairman. Certainly. Mr. Wallis, you will stand aside for 
the present, but be here at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

The ChaibmaN. Mr. Tayler, call your next witness. 
Mr. Tatlxb. John Nicholson. 



The Chajkmah, John Nicholson will take the stand. 

Mr. Fbakkuw S. Kighakd©. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state thai: 
Mr. Nicholson has been in very poor health for some time past, and 
the trip from Salt Lake Qity to this place has prostrated him so that 
he is unable to leave his room. I hold in my hand a certificate from 
Doctor Sobers as to his condition- May I read it f 

The Chaxsmah. It does not matter, Your word is sufficient for 
that. If he can not be here now, he may be here in the morning. 

Mr. Taylur. What does the doctor say about when be can probably 
be here! 

Mr. Riohajsds. I should like to have the certificate read. 
Mr. WoiTHiNorow. I think it ought to be read and go into the 
record. 
The Chadlmaw. AH right 
Mr. W6rthik«xok. It is very short 
Mr. Richards. I wiU ~ead it 

" This is to certify Uat I have this day made a very careful exami- 
nation of Mr. Nicholson. 

" t find him suffering from aitoio-sclerosia, or hardening of the 
arteries. 

44 His condition is that of a prematurely old man, had circulation 
and reduced nerve force, with loss of memory, etc 

*' In my opinion* Mr. Nicholson is not able to testify correctly or 
intelligently in any important case. > o 

7L T* : So wiuiuk' ■' 

" December 12, 1904." 

Mr. Tavubr, Mr. Chairman, that goes to a question of his general 
capacity as a witness and not his present incapacity to be here, I 
understand that this witness was abroad all day Sunday attending 

Sublic meetings and standing out in the inclement weather of that 
ay. I do hot doubt at all tne correctness of the certificate— that he 
has that land of arterial trouble whicli has been described-^but it 
seems to me that unless there is some certificate radically different 
from that which is here presented to us the witness ought to be here. 
If he is incapable of testifying, surely it was unnecessary that he 
should travel two or three thousand miles and have a doctor here tell 
us that This is" a very important witness* and while not at all inti- 
mating that there is any other tbinfc to be associated with his failure 
to appear than that which is stated in this communication, yet it is 
significant that he was brought here for a very important purpose, 
and that the things that were to accompany him were more important 
than his own presence, I know not wiiether he has brought the rec- 
ords which the subpoena called on him to bring, but he perhaps is 
mentally capable of testifying whether he has them with him or not 
or whether he can get possession of them. 

Mir. WoOTHiK.otoif., a£r. Chairman, it is esceedingly important to 
Senator Smoot that the testimony to be given here shall be given by 
witnesses whose brains are not so affected that they can not testify 
correctly or intelligently. The doctor states in his certificate^ that it 
is impossible for Mr. Nicholson to testify correctly or intelligently. 
He speaks of his loss of memory. If , that be so, Mr, Nicholson cer- 
tainly ought not to be put upon the witness stand. Of course coun- 
sel are not foreclosed by this certificate. They can have doctors 



examine him, or the chairman could designate any physician or bnytri- 
dans to examine him and report to the committee. 

As to whether the witness has brought with him what he was re- 
quired to brings that is a matter which the committee can very easily 
be informed about without bringing the man here. 

Mr. Taylkr. I ought to say further, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. Rich- 
ards spoke about Mr. Nicholson yesterday moring. He said he felt 
quite exhausted from the long tourney and that he would tike to have 
a day's rest Although naturally he was the first witness I desired to 
call, I said that it was entirely agreeable to me to let Mr. Nicholson 
remain and rest as long as it seemed proper and necessary that he 
should. But I was wholly unprepared for a statement of his mental 
incapacity to testify. I understand that he holds a high official posi- 
tion in the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, that he per- 
forms the duties of that position ; and we have yet to have the slight- 
est intimation or indication that any person wanting in mental capac- 
ity is filling any such position in that organization. 

Surely he might come here and let us inquire a little with respect to 
such things as even a feeble intellect might be able to enlighten us. 

Mr. WoirranwrroN, There is an intimation conveyed in what 
Brother Tayler has said that I do not like, and that is that this is in 
the nature of suppression of testimony ; that the witness, if capable of 
attending to the duties of the office to which he refers, is capable of tea* 
tifying. He overlooks the fact to which Mr. Richards has referred, 
that the cause of the breakdown was the long journey. A man might 
very well be in a condition of health where he would be able to attend 
to the duties of a clerical office at home and vet be unable to respond 
when called upon 3,000 miles from home on a journey of this sort; and 
that. I understand. Mr* Richards to say is the fact 

Mr. Richards. Mr. Chairman, in view of Mr* Tayler's statement I 
should like to say a word in personal explanation. I am personally 
acquainted with Mr. Nicholson and have been for years. I had not 
seen him for a considerable length of time until I saw him in Wash- 
ington. But when I saw him last, at h ome, he was in reasonably good 
health. When I saw him here his condition was deplorable. I do 
hft know what his condition was when he left Salt Lake City, but I 
was informed by his associate that he is very much worse how than 
when he left Salt Lake City* When he left there he was not a well 
man. 

I said to Mr. Tayler yesterday that I thought Mr. Nicholson was 
suffering from nervous prostration— he will remember that— and 
that he was entirely unable to attend the examination yesterday; 
whether he would be able to attend to-day I could not telL He 
seemed to me to be in bad condition, but I did not know how bad. 

The Chairman. Have you seen him to-davt 

Mr. Richards. No, sir; I have not seen him to-day. 

The Chairman. Did you see him yesterday? 

Mr. Richards. No,* 1 did not see him yesterday. I saw him on 
Sunday. 

^$he ; CiiAtRMAM.''W^ ■'• . -\> 

Mr. Richards. I saw him at the Raleigh Hotel. He came to the 
Raleigh and went from there home, as I understand it, and went to 
bed and has been in his room since. That is my information. 
The Chairman. Where is he stopping! 



Mr. Richards. At the DriscolL Oil being informed yesterday 
tha£ be was no better, a physician was called last night, as I am 
informed, and this examination was made and the certificate given. 

The Chaibmajt. I think, gentlemen, you had better pass this matter 
over for the time being and we will look into it. Of course the 
statement of the physician that he thinks the witness has not suffi- 
cient mental capacity to testify is one thing, and whether he is able 
to appear here physically is another. We will find out the fact as 
to his mental condition when he is on the stand. Let this matter rest 
in abeyance. 

Haveyou any other witness, Mr. Taylerl 

TESTIMONY OF OSOKGS H. BBIMHALL, 

George H. Bhimhall, being duly sworn, was examined and testi- 
fied as follows: 
Mr. Tatlbb. Where do you lire, Mr. Brimhallf 
Mr. Bbimhall. In Provo, Utah County. 
Mr. Tatlbb. How lone have you lived in Utah! 
Mr. Bbimhall. I wasT>drn there. » 
Mr. Tatlbb. How old are you now 1 
Mr. Bbimhall. I am 53, 

Mr. Tatlbb. How long have you lived in Provof 

Mr. Bbimhall. I have lived in Provo since 1878. 

Mr. Tatlbb. What is your occupation f 

Mr. Bbimhall. I am a teacher. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Where areyou a teacher? 

Mr. Bbimhall. In the Brigham Young University, in Provo. 

Mr. Tatlbb. How long have you been a teacher there? 

Mr. Bbimhall. I have been a teacher there since 1891, with the 
exception of about a year and a half that I was out. 

Mr. Tatlbb. How large a school is it f 

Mr. Bbimhall. It is a school of over a thousand students. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Gathered from all parts of the State? 

Mr. Bbimhall. We have students from all over Utah and other 
States and Territories. s 

Mr. Tatlbb. Is it not a school #f primary education? 
, Mr. Bbimhall. The school has all the grades of tutorship from the 
kindergarten up to the graduates— six years' degree. 

Mr. Tatlbb. What is the degree that is given! 

i ^ S^**^ We tf™ de « ree °* engineering and bach- > 
elor of pedagogy. 
Mr. Tatlbb. Bachelor of arts? 

Mr. Bbimhall. We are not giving the degree of bachelor of arts 

now. .. 

Mr. Tatlbb. It is attended by both sexes? 
Mr. Bbimhall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Abdut evenly divided between the two? 
Mr. Bbimhall. I should say about evenly divided. 
Mr. Tatlbb. What official position do you hold in the university 
now? 

Mr. Bbimhall. I am the president of it 

Mr. Tatlbb. When did you become president? 
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Mr- Bmmhaia. I became presi^^ 

Mr. Tatlsil Wh^ i 
Mr. Brimhatx. Benjamin Ciun*, jr; 

Mr, Taylbr. Was he in Provo at the time of your succession to 
him! v\ ^-v>'^-v'' 

' Mr/Biol&HALj^.Ye^ 

Mr. Tkiriu^ How long had he been president ? 

Mr. Brimhall. He had heen pr^ 

Mr* Tatler, "A number tif years # is almost as indefinite as you 
can make it. x4^'^xa 1 : 

Mr. Brimhall. I think sJh^e 1891; that is my recollection of it. 

Mr* TAVLBjt. He had not been, however, in Provo all of that time, 
had het Was he not absent? 

Mr. Brimhall. He was absent a part of one year taking his mas* 
ter's degree at Ann Arbor. He was also, absent about a year and a 
half o* two ^rs .on ah education South 
America. * 

Mr. ^ by those two 

absences he was at Provo in charge of his work as president of the 
university, washet • 

. Mr. Brimhall. Yes, sir.- t 

Mr* this tune you were connected with the 

unive^ty' as a /teacher m some way or other! ! 
v Mr. litakBji^ ; ; ■ . 

Mr. What special subject or subjects did you teach, Mr. 

'.Brimhall?'-,./ /. ; m ' ■ ' 

Mr. Brimhall. I had the chair of pedag ogy and education* ; 
MrV TA:ri^. W^ Gbff on his journey to 

Mexico during this time? ; / 

Mr. Brimhall* No; sir. WtU'i ^ Jy; • 

^ f ^ Or were you not 

with him when he went on this exploration journey ? 

■ Mr. Brimhall. No j sii»>" v M\ ^:-S ; *m£- 

Mr. Tatlhh, You were at work at Provo? 

Mr. Bmmhal** Yes* sir. ■ y , • .> . • - , ; 

Mr* Tatumu Did you know his wife, the daughter of George Rey< 

noids ? • , , 4 . • 

Mr. Brimhali* Yes, sh?( I wai acuuamted mth her* 
Mr. Tatler. How long did you know her ? u. , 

Mr. Brimhaix* I thin* it was about a I was acquainted 

with her casuallv, there m the u^iversi^.^S ; 
^ Mr.TAir^ 

Mr. Brimhall. Yes, sir; she took the kindergarten course. 

Mr. Taylrr* That is, you mean^ work, 

of course? y,.^< > • 

Mr. Brimhall. Yes, sir. 

■ Mr. Tatler. When was that! / ^ 
Mr* Brimhall, I think that wis about 1808. 

Mr* Tatijsr. When was it that President Cluff went to Mexico and 
on this exploring trip ? * 
Mr. Brimhall. 1901 ; no, 1898, 1 think, was the time he was on the 

trip. 
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Mr. Tayler. Did you see Miss Reynolds after the year she spent 
in kindergarten work? - 
Mr. Brimhall. No, sir ; I have never seen her since. 
Mr. Tayler. Are you a polygamist? 
Mr. Brimhall. I have two wives. 

Mr. Brimhall. T was married to my first wife in 1874 and to my 
second wife in 1885^ as I remember it now. 
Mr. Tayler. How m^ny children have you ? 
Mr. Brim hall. I have 13. 

Mr. Tayler. How many children have been born to you since 1890? 
Mr. Brimhall. Since 1890? 

Mr. Brimhall. Four, I think. 

Mr, Tayler. How many by the plural wife since 1890? 

Mr. Brimhall. I think it is the four. 

Mr. Tayler. They are all by the plural wife? 

Mr. Brimhall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayjjsh. Is Senator Smoot a trustee of the Brigham Young 
Universal ; 
Mr* Brimhall. Yes, sir. ^ ^ 
Mr. Tayler. Is he anything else than a trustee? 
Mr. Brimhall. That is all I know of. 

Mr. Tayler. Is there an executive committee or an executive board 
or anything of that kind in connection with the university? 

Mr. Brimhall. There is an executive committee to look after the 
finances. ; 

Mr; Tayler. Who constitutes that committee? 

Mr. Brimhall. David John, L. H. Holbrook, Reed Smoot, Jesse 
Knight; W. H. Doosenberry is a member also. 

A*r» X A YLER. Senator Smoot lives in Provo? 

Mr. Brimhall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. How large a place is it? 

Mr. Brimhall. It is a place of about 7,500 people. 

Mr. Tayler. What is the age of your youngest child? 

Mr. Brimhall. Our youngest child is 6 years old. 

Mr. Tayler. I believe that is all. 

The Chairman. I should like to ask you a question. When were 
you xhosen president of the institution ? 
Mr. Brimhall. I was chosen president last January. 
Mr. Tayler. Last January, he stated. 

Mr. Brimhall. I believe the appointment was made in December. 
The Chairman. December of what year. 
. Mr. Brimhall. December, 1908, 

, The Chairman. December, 1908? , • 

1 Mr. Brimhall. Yes, sir; I believe the appointment was made then. 
That is my recollection. 

The Chairman. Who makes the appointment ? 

Mr. Brimhall. The board. 

The Chairman. What board? 

Mr. Brimhall. The full board makes the appointment of presi- 
dent . * 
The Chairman. The what? # 
Mr. Brimhall. The full board ; not the executive committee. 
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l|r. Wobthinoion* The boai$ of what! 

Mr. Bwmhali* The board of trustees. 

The Chaibman. Is Mr. Smoot a member of that board? 

Mr, Bbimhall. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. At the time you were appointed president of the 
institution were you a polygamist? 

Mr. Brimhalu Yes, sir.v 

The Chairman. I have no further questions. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Smoot did not know you were a polygamist f 

Mr. Bbimhall. I do not know whether he does or not. 

Senator Dubois. What do you think about it ? 

Mr. Wobthington. Is that competent, Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Dubois. Is this Brigham Young Academy a church insti- 
tution? '^CV.::;,;. 
■ Mr. Bbimhall. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Is it supported entirely by the church? 

Mr. Bbimhall. No, sir; not by the church entirely; by the church 
and tuitions and contributions from both members and nonmembers 
of the church. 

Senator Dubois. Do nonmembers of the church contribute money 
to the support of the institution? 

Mr. Bbimhall. Yesf sir ; they have done so. 

Senator Dubois. In about what proportion to the funds con- 
tributed by the church ? 

Mr. Bbimhall. I should say that perhaps 80 or 85 per cent of the 
fluids and tuitions and all came from the church ana church mem- 
bers. . 

Senator Dubois. There are no contributions from the State to sup- 
port it? 

Mr. Bbimhall. None whatever. 

Senator Dubois. The contributions by nonmembers are voluntary ! 
Mr. Bbimhall. Yes, sir. . 
The Chaibman. There is one more question. You live in Provof 
Mr. Bbimhall. Yes, sir. 

The Chaibman. With your two wives ? > 
Mr. Bbimhall. No, sir; I am living with my second wife. 
The Chaibman. Dees she live in Provo? 
Mr. Bbimhall. Yes, sir. 
The Chaibman. Where is the other? 
Mr. Bbimhall. The other is in a hospital. 
The Chaibman. Where ? 
Mr* Bbimhall. The other is in the hospital 
The Chairman. At what place! 
Mr. Bbimhall. AtProvb. ■• .-• . 9m 

The Chaibman. When did she go to the hospital? 
Mr. Bbimhall. She has been there since 1883, as I remember ii 
Hie Chaibman. As a patient? 
Mr. Brimhall. Yes. sir; M a patient. . t 

The Chairman. I did not know but that she might be there as a 
matron or something of that kind. 
Mf r tt ttTOTATj.. No, sir; aa a patient 

The Chaibman. That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Brimhall, was Mr. Smoot present when you 
were elected president of the Brigham Young College! 
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Mr. Brimhall. N6, sir ; he was not. At least, the records of the 
institution kept by the secretary show that he was not 
Mr. Van Cott. You looked at the records? 
Mr. Brimhall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. About when in December, 1903, was that election, 
or January, 1904? 

i Mr. Brimhall. It was in December, 1903, as I remember it — about 
the 17th or 18th. It was along during the latter part of the month, 
as I remember it. , * 

Mr. Van Cott. Does Mr. Smoot give active attention to the Brig- 
ham Young College at Proyo? 

Mr. Bbimhall. Yes, sir ; he is interested especially in the financial 
support of it, and often comes and speaks to tne students. 

Mr. Van voTt, Is it at their general assembly ? 

Mr. Brimhall. Yes, sir j at their chapel services in the morning. 
' Mr. Van Cott. What is the character »f his remarks at those 
assemblies ? 

Mr. Brimhall. The general burden of his remarks on those occa- 
aions is " character forming, basis of honesty ;" and he is noted among 
the students there as " honesty; the foundation of religion." That is 
' an expression. , . 

Mr. Van Cott. Anything regarding obeying the laws? 

Mr. Brimhall. Yes, sir; he delivered several addresses there in 
which students have been urged to be true to their country and stand 
by its laws and the flag. That was especially so in an address he 
delivered to the general assembly under the auspices of the business 
college. 

jMr. Worthington. When? 

Mr. "Van Cott. When? 

Mr. Brimhall. That address was given two years ago. 
Mr. Van Cott. Have you heard Senator Smoot speak on other 
occasions? 

Mr. Brimhall. Yes, sir; I have heard him speak at our conferences 
and our stake priesthood meetings. 

Mr, Van Cott. Has he ever said anything there in regard to obey- 
ing the law? 

Mr. Brimhall. I have in mind one special occasion, at a priesthood 
meeting, when he spoke very earnestly on our being true to the laws 
of our country, and being earnest. At that meeting he read a letter 
that impressed me ve*y strongly. 

Mr. Tayler. Of course, this even out-Herods Herod. 

Mr. Van Cott. This is a little liberal. 

Mr. Tayler. It has been getting remoter and remoter. 

Mr. Worthington. What is the objection to it? 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Tayler does not object. He has not yet ob- 
jected. 

Mr. Tayler. It is not the Brigham Young University business at 
all, It is some star chamber that the priesthood had. 
Mr. Van Cott. I want to ask what Senator Smoot said. 
Mr. Tayler. Where— in a public meeting? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yea 

Mr. Tayler. If it was at a public meeting, I do not care. I would 
just as lief have it in. 
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Mr, Van Cott, All right. You do not object, Mr. Tayler? [To 
the witness.] Have yon the letter f 
Mr. Brimhall. No. sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Did you ever have it? 
Mr. Brimhall. No. sir. 

Mr. Van Goto. Tell us what was said by Mr. Smoot. 
Mr. Brimhall. Do you want me to tell the contents of the letter as 
I remember it? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes ; as he read it 

Mr. Brimhall. The letter contained a warning to Mr. Smoot and 
to all officers in the church, as I remember it, against officiating in or 
fostering poly^my^ among the members or officers of the cliurch. 
The name of Francis M. Lyman was signed to the letter, as president 
of the twelve apostles. That is as I remember the circumstances. 

Mr. VAif Corr. Did Senator Smoot say anything in addition to 
thiiletter? 

Mr. Brimhall. If I remember, he said "we can not treat this 
matter lightly.*^ That is as I remember it 

Mr. Van Gctt. And what Was his manner in what he said? 

lift ^ and positive- 

ness in it* associated with an eleinent of pleading also^^^^^^^^^^ : 

Mr. Van \'G^i''.'Wh'at dcyou understand to be Mr. Smooth atti- 
tude in regard to polygamy — that is, whether it i« negative-- — - : 

Mr; Ta YLicR. I do not want to have anything that will throw light 
oh S«^*tbr , s Smooth notions about: this filing to fail to be disclosed, 
bui I do not think that anything witnesses might say as to what they 
understand is Senator Smooth attitude on S .que/tion is going to 
bete us, 

^^Mt{M^Q&tti All right; I will pass that for the present fTo 
the witness.) When was this letter read and this talk made that 
you have mentioned ? 

Mr. Brimhall, As I remember it it was last May some time. 

Mr. Vah Cott. That is, of this year? 

Mr. Brimhall. Yes, sir. 

Mr* Van Cott. You spoke of Florence Reynolds. When did you 
see her last? 

Mr. Brimhall. I do not think I have seen her for four or five 
years; four years; I think it is about four or five years since I have 

seen her. 'r^}:i:M&& ) \-\y 
Mr. Vak Cott. I should like to know if it attracted your attention 
and whether you have any memory with respect to the fact that she 
went away about the time that Ben jamin Ouff, jr« went away? 

Mr. Brimhall. No, sir; she did not go away when he went She 
went, as I remember it, a y^r before to teach kindergarten in 
Mexico, as I remember it - 

Mr. Vak Cott. When you say Mexico, you do not mean New Mex- 
ico! 

Mr. Brimhall. No, sir; 1 nieiin old 
Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

Mr. Tatlbr. You say that records of the Brigham Young Uni- 
versity show that Senator Smoot was not present at the time of your 
election as president? 

Mr. Brimhall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbr. That occurred while he was in Washington, I sup- 
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pose. Do you find on the records of the college or university any 

protest of Senator Smoot against your election ? 
Mr, Brimhall. Jib, sir* 

Mr. Tayler. Do you find any statement there that advantage wa* 
taken of his absence to elect you president! 
Mr. Bhimhall. I have never seen anything of the kind. 
Mr. Tayler, Nor heard of anything of the kind, have you! 
Mr. Brimhall, No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. When Senator Smoot so frequently addressed your 
assembly there on the subject of obedience to the law and reverence of 
it ; did you or President Cluff take it that he was there intending to 
direct the attention of the assembled multitude to you and President 
Cluff as lawbreakers? 

Mr. Worthingtok. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the counsel is 
asking precisely the form of question which he objected to a moment 
ago, ana his objection was good. The witness can be asked what was 
said, not what he understood. 

Mr. Tayler. It is hardly worth while to discuss the distinction 
between this question and the other one. 
Mr. Worthington. I do not want to discuss it 
Mr. Tayler. I think the question is proper. He says that Senator 
Smoot stood up there and glorified the law and obedience to it Now, 
here was a stage, not full of lawbreakers, but one is! here testifying 
about it and the other we know about— President Oluff. It may be — 
and I want to give Senator Smoot the benefit of ike opportunity — 
that those strenuous speeches of his of reverence for the law were in- 
tehded to hold up President Cluff and the present president directly 
to the contempt that law-abiding people, thus being instructed in law 
and reverence for it, would necessarily and naturally have* 

The Chairman. I think, Mr. Tayler, you had better confine your 
question to what Mr. Smoot said, if anything, on the subject of 
polygamy, in any of those addresses. 

Mr. Tayler. Did he, in his address, make any special reference to 
President Cluff? 
Mr. Brimhall. No, sir ; not as I remember it 
Mr. Tayler, Is it your understanding that on one occasion Senator 
Smoot, or Mr. Smoot, before he was Senator, made such a speech, and 
straightway ( President Cluff went and married Florence Keynolds as 
his plural wife? 

Mr. Worthinoton. I object to that It is the same form of Ques- 
tion. . 

Mr. Tayler. This is a fact I am after, not an inference. 

Mr* Worthington. I object to the form of the question. It is 
exactly in tne, form of the one that has been ruled to be improper. 

The Chairman, I think it is a little different. It is an effort to 
find out when the person was married, whether before or after a cer- 
tain speech ; that is all. 

Mr. Worthikoton. If he asks him about the fact, I have no 
objection. 

Mr. Tayler. It is only a fact that I want Supppse the stenog- 
rapher reads the question. • 
The stenographer read as follows: 
* Is it your understanding that on one occasion " 
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Mr. Tatlrr. Change that to " recollection." 
Mr. Wobthikoton . That is better. 
The stenographer read as follows: 

w Is it your, recollection that on one occasion Senator Smoot-^-or Mr. 
Sinoot, before he was Senator — made such a speech, and straightway 
President duff went and married Florence Reynolds as his plural 
wife! » 

Mr. Brimhall. No, sir ; it is not my recollection. 

Mr. Tatlrr. When did Mr. Smoot begin making speeches preach- 
ing loyalty to and reverence for the law f 

Mr. Brimhall. He has done it for a number of yeara 

Mr. Tatlrr. How many years! ; 

Mr. Brimhall. I should say ever since I have been identified with 
the institution. ' 

Mr. Tirana. TJien he did make speeches of that kind prior to Pres- 
ident ClufFs marrying Florence Reynolds, did he not ! 

Mr. Brimhall. I do not know anything about President Cluff 
marrying Florence Reynolds. 

Mr. Tatlrr. Did you never hear anything about it! 

Mr. Brimhall. I nave heard it rumored. 

Ifr* $jtittsm You have heard it rumored! Senator Smoot made 
such speeches prior to 1899! 
Mr. Brimhall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. When did you first hear rumors about President Cluff 
and Florence Reynolds ! 

Mr. Brimhall. It was after the return of the expedition. 

Mr. Tatlrr. About 1900 that was, was it not! *< 

Mr, Brimhall. The first I heard of it was along in the summer of 
1902, because I was in California during those two years. On my 
return I heard something of this rumor. . 

Mr. Tatlrr, Do you know whether theje was any church inquiry 
about that matter— the marriage of .Cluff ! 

Mr. Brimhall. I do not know anythinrabout it 

Mr. Tatlrr. DicVyou ever hear of the Wolf matter! 

Mr. Brimhall. The controversy between Wolf and Cluff! 

Mr. Tatlrr. Yes. 

Mr. Brimhall. I heard of it 

Mr. Tatlrr. Where were you when it occurred ! 

Mr. Brimhall. I was in California* . 

Mr, Tatlrr. You have rib personal knowledge of it! 

Mr. Brimhall. No. sir. 

Mr. Tatlrr. That is alL 

The CKAiifcMAi*. Fo^ because I am not 

clear about it; I should like^ question. Have you any 

children by the wife iobw in the hospital! 

Mr. Brimhall. Yes, sir; I have five children by her. 

The Chairman. When was the last one born by that woman! 

Mr. Brimhall. The last one ! The youngest one is 28 years old; 
in W» twenty-third jear. 

TheCHAiBMAK. That is the youngest! 

Mr. Brimhall. Yes, air. 
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TESTLHOJTY OF JOSIAH HIOKMAV. 

The Chairman. Who is the next witness, Mr. Taylerf 
Mr. Tayler. Call Josiah Hickman. 

Josiah Hickman, being duly sworn, was examined, and testified as 
Hows: 

Mr. Tayler. Where do yon live, Mr. Hickman! 

Mr. Hickman. I lire inlProvo. 

Mr. Tayler. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Hickman. I am a teacher. 

Mr. Tayler. In Brigham Young University! 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Mir. Tayler. How long have you been a teacher there! 
Mr. Hickman. Nearly five years and a half. 
Mr. Tayler. Did you always live in Utah! 
Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir; except a few years I was away as a stu- 
dent. , . ,;. 
Mr. Tayler. That has been your home always! 
Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler, What do you teach in the university ! 

Mr. Hickman. I have charge of psychology and astronomy, 

Mr. Tayler. How many wives have you ! 

Mr; HickMANv I have one living. 

Mr. Tayler; When did ybti marry her! 

Mr. Hickman. In J une, 1890. 

Mr; Tayler. June, 1800! 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. When did the other one die! 

Mr. Hickman. A little over four years ago. 

Mr. Tayler. When did you marry her ? 

Mr. Hickman. In 1885, perhaps 1884 ; I have just 

Mr. Tayler. You married first in 1884 or 1885, did yout 
Mr. Hickman. Yes. 
Mr. Tayler. And again in 1890! 
Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. And the first wife died when! 
Mr. Hickman. Four years ago the 2d of last November. 
Mr. Tayler. And the wife you married in 1890, who was * the 
time you were married your plural wife — that is correct, is it? 
Mr. Hickman. If I understand your question rightly, it i& 
Mr. Tayler. She is your present wifef. 
Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir* 
Mr. Tayler. How old is she ! 
Mr. Hickman. About 33 or 84. 
Mr. Tayler. What children have you by her! 
Mr. Hickman. Five children. 
Mr. Tayler. How old is the oldest! 

Mr. Hickman. Thirteen years old, I thmk, the 13th of last Sep- 
tember, ;.. . 

Mr. Taylor. You have children by the other wife also! 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. Tatler. Where .did you live when both of your wives wei i hv 
ing— from 1890 to 1900? 
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Mr. Hickman. Part of the time III Utah and part of the time in 
Idaho.. 

Mr. Tayleb. And for ten years you lived with two wives? 
Mr. Hickman, YeSj sir. v 

Mr. Tayleb. From 1890 to 10OOf When did you begin to teach in 
the Brigham Young University t 
Mr. Hickman. Five years ago. 

Mr. Tatler. Exactly five years ago! , 

Mr. Hickman. Five years ago last September. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you been married again to your plural wife? 

Mr. Hickman. No, sir. — 

Mr. Tayleb. No ceremony has <>ccurred except that which took 
place in 1800? 

Mr. Hickman, Except we went through the Temple and were 
sealed there; 
: . .. Mr. Tayleb. When? \. - : 

Mr. Hickman. Something like a year ago— no, between two and 
~three years ago. 

Mr. Tatlbb. You deem that a marriage ceremony, do you not? 

Mr. Hickman. Well, it is simply the sealing. 

Mr. Tayleb. There was no marriage license issued ? 

Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. I suppose you are familiar with such things and know 
that there is a law in that State—is there not~~reauiring certain for- 
malities before a valid marriage can be solemnized f 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Tayler, You have not undertaken to comply with that law 

§*Mi c:-:^,.:, 4;;;:,?£ 

Mr. Hickman. That is, to be married by the State— the laws of 
the land? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. : 

Mr. Hickman. No, sir; not so far. 
: 1/Mx^Tj^XI^., Then—- and I merely want to get the truth and not at. 
all to harass you by any unnecessary questions — as you understand 
ityjrpu are not lawfully wedded to your wife ? 

Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. That is alL ¥ 

Mr. Van Cott. What do yoti mean by saying, in answering Mr. 
TayleMhat you have hot been married w so far? " 

Mr, Hickman. Not married according to the laws of the land. 

Mir. Yah Cons. You said " so far; T:<Kd you mean anylhlng^by" 
that? 

Mr. Hickman. I caj* sajf this : It has been rather neglect, on our 
iwupt. We have talked it over ajhd ! w^ have decided that we should 
take out a marriage license and be married according to the laws of . 
the land. But on account of negligence, I stated, up to the present 
time we have not done that 

Mr. Tan Coot. How jnany teachers, professors, or instructors are 
therein tbeB^ 

JMfc how : : iin^-a^.;r^ly^jcust8 or re- 
puted to be polygamists? 
Mr* Hickman. Well, ^f j^ ^soun^ 
Mr. Tayleb. I did not catch the answer. 
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Mr. Wobthington. He sa ys counting himself there aro two. 

Mr. Tayler. Two what? 

Mr* Wobthington* Two polygamists among the 65 or TO teachers 
at the university. 
The Chairman. You mean the president and yourself? 
Mr* Hickman. Yes, sir* 

Mr* Van Oott. Wnen you count yourself as a polygamist, it is 
under the answers you have given Mr. Tayler ? 
Mr. Hick man. i es, sir. 

Mr* Tayler, I do not suppose he means that he is any different 
kind of a one than he told us about 
Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

Senator Dubois. You have made it your special business to in- 
quire whether, the teachers are in polygamy or not ? 
Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 

Senator Dubois. How do you know there are only two? 

Mr. Hickman. I am simply speaking from what I know or what 
I do not know. I simply said that I Know of no one in the insti- 
tution 

Senator Dubois. You know of no one except the gentleman whom 
you yourself heard testify that he is in polygamy; and you know 
that you yourself are in polygamy ? 

Mr. Hickman; Have been. 

Senator Dubois. Would you be surprised if ten others should come 
here and testify that they were in polygamy? 
Mr. Hickman. Very much so. 
Senator Dubois. Why? 

Mr. Hickman. Because I never heard even the faintest rumor, and 
I am not certain that they believe in the principle. I know some 
do not. 

Senator Dubois. Do you know whether John W. Taylor, an apostle 
of the church, has gone into polygamy since the manifesto? 
Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Did you ever hear a rumor to that effect ? 
Mr. Hickman. It is just possible I have heard that rumor; noth- 
ing definite. 

Senator Dubois. You do not know much about that? 

Mr. Hickman. Not a thing. 

Senator Dubois. Ho is an apostle, I believe? 

Mr. Hickman. Sir? 

Senator Dubois. Do you know whether Ma thias F. Cowley, an 
apostle of the church, has gone into polygamy recently? 
Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 

Senator Dubois. You have never made it your business to inquire? 
Mr. Hickman. No, sir; I never heard, even, that he had. 
Senator Dubois. But you are certain that there are none of the 
professors except yourself and the other gentleman in polygamy? 
Mr. Hickman. Morally certain. 
Senator Dubois. That is all. 
Mr. Tayler. When we** you married! 
Mr. Hickman. In June, 1890. 
Mr. Tatlisb. Where? 
Mr. Hickman. In another nation. 
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Mr. Hickman. In old Mexico. 
Mr. Tayleb. By whom? 

Mr. Hickman. McDonald, I think, is the name; J F. McDonald. 
Mr. Tayler. A. F.f 

Mr. Hickman. I am not certain as to the initials. 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes, it is A. F. 

Mr. Tayler. And what is the name of the place? [A pause.] 
Juarez? 

Mr. Hickman. I think that was the place. 

Mr. Tayler. Was the young woman whom you married a resident 
there at the time? 
Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayleb. Were you? 
Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. Where did she live? 
Mr. Hickman. She lived in Utah. 
Mr. Tayleb. And you lived in Utah? 
Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayleb. What were you doing then! 
Mr. Hickman. I was a teacher. 
Mr. Tayleb. And what was she doing? 
Mr. Hickman. She had been a teacher. 

The Chairman. Let me understand. Was this in New Mexico or 
Utah? 

Mr. Hickman. In old Mexico. 

Mr. Tayleb. She had been a teacher where, the Senator asks! 

Mr. Hickman. In Utah. 

Mr. Tayleb. Whereabouts? 

Mr. Hickman. In Millard County. 

Mr. Tayler. Had you known her long? 

Mr. Hickman. Three or four years. 

Mr. Tayler. Where had you known her? 

Mr. Hickman. In Provo and in Millard County. 

Mr. Tayler. Had she gone to school at Provo? 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir, ( 

Mr. Tayler. At the university? 

Mr. Hickman. Yes. x 

Mr. Tayi.br. How long after she left the university did you marry 
her? 

Mr. Hickman. Three or four years; I do not remember exactly. 
Mr. Tayler. You married her when she was about 18 years old, 
did you not? 

Mr. Hickman. About 19 or 20. I am not so certain; 19 or 20. 
Mr. Tayler. You and she made the journey to Mexico for the 
sole purpose of being married ? 
Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. Did you go together? 
Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. What was the official position of the man who married 
you? 

Mr. Hickman. I can not say. 

Mr. Tayler. What were you married in? What kind of a place? 
Mr. Hickman. It was in no place; that is, just a small company; 
I do not remember who the company were, except this man. We 
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were out walking through the country — over the country — and we 
were married. 
Mr. Tayler. Who were the witnesses? 

Mr. Hickman. I do not know the witnesses. They were all 
strangers to me. 

Mr. Tayler. Was no certificate given to you of the fact of your 
marriage? 
Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. You have, therefore, no record, and no record, so far 
as you know, exists, of the fact of your marriage with this young 
woman? 

Mr. Hickman. That is all. 

Mr. Tayler. You went there, I suppose, because you did not want 
to be guilty of the crime of bigamy or polygamy in the United 
States? 

Mr. Hickman. There were no marriages even performed at that 
late date in the United States. 

Mr. Worthington. You say "no marriages." You mean plural 
marriages, I suppose? 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You say there were none? 

Mr. Hickman. That is, 1 was told that there were no marriages 
performed in the United States at that time. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you hear of Brigham Roberts being married 
about that time to a plural wife? 

Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You entered this plural marriage relation because you 
thought it was right to do so? 
Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You believed in the divinity as well as the propriety 
of the revelation on the subject of plural marriage \ 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. We will have to stop here. 

Mr. Tayler. I have only one or two more questions to ask. 

Mr. Van Cott. I have a few. 

The Chairman. We may as well stoj) here. 

Thereupon (at 11 o'clock and 65 minutes a. m.) the committee 
took a recess until 2 o'clock p. m. 

The committee reassembled at the expiration of the recess. 

The Chairman. Proceed, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. Is Mrs. Geddes here? 

Mr. Van Cott. We were not through with the witness on the stand. 
Mr. Tayler. That is true. I was about to ask him a question 
myself? 

TESTIMONY OF JOSIAH HICKMAN — Continued. 

Josiah Hickman, who had been previously sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows : 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Hickman, do you remember the question I asked 
you ? 

Mr. Hickman. I do not. 

Mr. Tayler. All I remember about it is that I had not finished tht 
line that I was pursuing. Did you know Lillian Hamlin! 

S. Doc. 486, 59-1, vol 2 7 
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Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did she teach in the Brigham Young Academy or 
University while you were there ? 
Mr. Hickman. In the academy ; yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayleb. Do you remember when she last taught there! 
Mr. Hickman. Not exactly. Some two or three years ago. 
Mr* Tayleb. What was her name then ? 
Mr. Hickman. She went by the name of Mrs. Cannon. 
Mr. Tayleb. Did you know her when she taught there before that! 
Mr* Hickman. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayleb. You were not there in 1896 f 
Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Can you tell me any more definitely when it was that 
she left or ceased to teach at that school ? 

Mr. Hickman. It seems to me her successor has been there a year 
and a half, and she left some three months before. 

Mr. Tayleb. So that you estimate the time at something less than 
two years ago when she left ? 

Mr. Hickman. As I remember. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you know at the time where she went? 

Mr. Hickman. I believe I am mistaken. I think it is two years 
and a half. Still my memory does not serve me on that The 
records would show that 

Mr. Tayleb. What records? 

Mr. Hickman. The catalogue of the university. 

Mr. Tayleb. Have you it with you ? 

Mr. Hickman, I have not 

Mr. Tayleb. Do you recall that she went to Salt Lake? ^ 
Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Have you any idea how long she taught there! 
Mr. Hickman. I do not I never saw her after she left the uni- 
versity. 

Mr. Tayleb. I think that is all now. 

The Chairman. I understood you to say that you were married in 
old Mexico? 
Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 
The Chairman. Will you state by whom? 
Mr. Hickman. Bf McDonald. 
Ttye Chairman. What McDonald? 

Mr. Hickman. I thought his initials were J. F., but somebody cor- 
rected and said- . 

Mr. Wobthington. A. F. 
Mr. Hickman. A. F. 

tlie Chaibman. That is already in evidence! 
Mr. Wobthington. Yes; he said he did not know what position the 
man held. 

The Chaibman. Had you ever seen him before? 
Mr, Hickman. Never. 

The Chairman. I did not understand clearly where you said this 
ceremony was performed ? 

Mr. Hickman, I forget the name of the little village or place. We 
just went down and back. 

Mr. Van Cott. Juarez was suggested by Mr. Tayler. 
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Mr* Tayler. And he did not seem to have anj recollection aroused 
by the suggestion ? 
Mr. Hi ok man. No. 

Mr. Tayucr. It was merely a suggestion. 

The Chairman. At some house in the city! 

Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Whereabouts? 

Mr. Hickman* As I stated, just out in the country. 

The Chairman. Out from the town! 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. In the highway! 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. How many were present in the highway when the 
ceremony took place ? 
Mr. Hickman. Perhaps half a dozen. 
The Chairman. In the daytime, or evening! 
Mr. Hickman. In the daytime. 
The Chairman. Can you remember the ceremony! 
Mr. Hickman. Only m general. 
The Chairman. What was it? 

Mr. Hickman. I could not quote it word for word. I could give 
the substance. 
The Chairman. Well, give the substance. 

Mr. Hickman. That I promised to take her as my wife ? to care for 
and protect her, and to love her, and that she was to be mine for time 
and eternity ; and I think she made some such a covenant. 

The Chairman. Who can perform this ceremony of marriage for 
time and eternity ? 

Mr. Hickman. Only those that have authority. 

The Chairman. Wno are those who have authority to do that! 

Mr. Hickman. I understood that McDonald had it at the time. 

The Chairman. Presumably those higher in authority ? 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. He had not the authority himself? 
Mr. Hickman. It must have been conferred upon him. 
The Chairman. Who could confer it? 

Mr. Hickman. It must have been the president, either directly or 
indirectly. 

The Chairman. He had not the authority primarily? 
Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 

The Chairman. It was then conferred upon him by the president 
of the church? 

Mr. Hickman. It must have been the president, directly or indi- 
rectly, as I say. 

The Chairman. In order to have performed such a ceremony as 
that? 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Did you go to this place where the ceremony was 
performed on foot or by carriage? 
Mr. Hickman. On foot. 

The Chairman. How far was it from the town ? 
Mr., Hickman. Oh, perhaps about a mile. I don't remember now. 
The Chairman. Why did you go out of the town or in the highway ? 
Mr. Hickman. Well, we did it to be secret, for one thing. 
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The Chaibman. Did that make it secret, in the afternoon or in the 
daytime, in the highway ! 

Mr. Hickman. Well, we went away from where anyone would see 
the ceremony save those that would be there as witnesses. 

The Chaibman. Whv did you want it secret! 
. Mr. Hickman. We didn't wish to create aay more furore or trouble 
than could be helped. 

The Chaibman. Furore about what! 

Mr. Hickman. About plural marriages. 

The Chaibman. That was a plural marriage! 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

The Chaibman. Your purpose was to consummate it with as little 
publicity as possible? . O ^> 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. c<<^ 

The Chaibman. Alter i*<was consummated, you then returned to 
Utah? 

Mr. Hickman. Returned wh£re! ^ 
The Chairman. To Utah/ 0 
Mr. Hickman. Yes, siv' ^ 
The Chaibman. H# long after! 
Mr. Hickman. A week. 
The Chaibman. That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Hickman, was John W. Taylor ever a professor 
or instructor in the Brigham Young University ? 
Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Or M. F. Cowley ? 
Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. You believed in the rightfulness of plural nuus 
riage, did you, at the time you took the second wife ? 
Mr. Hickman. I certainly did. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you now believe or have you since the manifesto 
was issued, in 1800, believed in further or future polygamous mar- 
nages? 

Mr. Hickman. Not since the manifesto. 
Mr. Van Cott. And why? 

Mr. Hickman. Because I thought that that manifesto was binding 
and God's will to the people. 

Mr. Van Cott. Had the manifesto been issued at the time you took 
this second wife! 

Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Has Mr. Smoot ever said anything to you regard- 
ing polygamy — that is, the future contracting of polygamous mar- 
riages? 

Mr. Hickman. As I remember, he once told me, in conversation 
as a friend, that he believed there would be no more. He was not a 
believer in them at all since the manifesto. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did he ever call your attention to any letter? t 

Mr. Hickman. If I remember, he read me a letter. I think it 
was from Apostle Lyman to him. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that the letter that was referred to by Mr. 
Brimhall! 

Mr. Hickman. I should judge it was the same one. 

Mr. Van Cott. I would like to know a little more fully about this 
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matter than you testify to in regard to your taking the second wile up 
to the temple, and about that sealing. 

Mr. Hickman. We went to the temple and went through the tem- 
ple for the dead. When we were through we asked President 
Winder, then the president of the temple, in regard to being mar- 
ried. We told him that we had been sealed for time and eternity in 
Old Mexico many years before, and asked him if we could be married 
He made the statement that if we desired to it could be done, but 
we would have to have a license. But under the circumstances he* 
took a record of our marriage and said then if we desired to come 
and be married according to the laws of the land, and bring a license, 
they would marry us, but were forbidden to do so otherwise. 

Mr. Van Cott. This McDonald you have mentioned, do you know 
whether he is living or dead at the present time? 

Mr. Hickman. I have heard that he is dead. 

Mr. Van Cott. Can you remember now, calling your attention to 
it, whether it is A. F. McDonald or J. F. McDonald ? 

Mr. IIickman. I do not. 

Mr. Tayleb. Was he an elderly man! 

Mr. Hickman. As I remember, he was a man perhaps 55 or 00 
years of age. He may have been over 60, but I never saw him but 
that time and once after. 

Mr. Tayler. I noticed that the Biographical Encyclopaedia, pub- 
lished by the church, in its description and account of Alexander 
Findley McDonald, first president of the Maricopa Stake of Zion, 
Arizona, was born September 11, 1825, which would make him 65 
years old in 1800, and that. he had lived for many years at Colonia, 
Juarez, Chihuahua, Mexico, and had been in charge down there. 
That age would probably correspond? 

Mr. Hickman. I think that would correspond. 

Senator. McComas. Mr. Hickman, what was the time of that con- 
versation with Senator Smoot? When did it occur? 

Mr. Hickman. It was some time last spring. Just when, I don't 
remember. 

Senator McComas. After the close of the last session of Congress, 
in April last? 
Mr. Hickman. I think so. 

Senator McComas. What was the date, if you know, or about the 
time, of that letter of which you speak? 

Mr. Hickman. I can't tell that I don't remember recognizing 
the date. 

Senator McComas. Can you approximate it? 

Mr. Hickman. I can not. 

Senator Dubois. Last May,. was it not? 

Mr. Hickman. I really can not recall, but I remember it was last 
spring. 

The Chairman. Have you anything further, gentlemen? 
Mr. Tayler. You went to Mexico to be married? You knew, of 
course, that there was a law against plural marriages in Utah? 
Mr. Hickman. None, as I remember. 

Mr. Tayler. In Utah? Why did you go to Mexico to be married? 
Mr. Hickman. For the simple reason that the brethren stated that 
they were not marrying any more in the United States. 
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Mr. Tayler. Not because it was a violation of the law to be mar- 
ried to a plural wife in Utah! 
Mr, Hickman. It had not been then decided so in their estimation. 
Mr. Tayler. How old are youf 
Mr. Hickman. I am 41. 

Mr. Tayleb. You knew that the courts had decided that those mar* 
riajzes were unlawful, did you not? 

Mr. Hickman. As I remember, the litigation was going on in the 
Supreme Court My memory, however, does not serve me accurately. 

Mr. Taylor. We have learned many times here that it was decided 
in the Supreme Court in 1878* 

Mr. Hickman. But it was repealed, I believe. 

Mr. Tayler, Oh, no. And do you not know that prior to 1890, 
and that that was what brought about the manifesto, innumerable 
polygamous Mormons had been prosecuted ? 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And were in 1890 in hiding? v 
Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tattler. Now, you married before the manifesto? 
Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. ~ 
Mr. Tayi.br. You intended, as indeed you did, in fact, to come back 
to Utah and live with two wives? 
Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You continued to do so, as you stated in your for- 
mer examination, for ten years? 

Mr. Hickman. My wives were not in the same place, but were in 
the United States. 

Mr. Tayler. Where was the other wife? 

Mr. Hickman. In Idaho nearly all the time. 

Mr. Tayler. The first wife? 

Mr. Hickman. The second wife. 

Mr. Tayler. What was she doing in Idaho? 

Mr. Hickman. She taught school part of the time. 

Mr. Tayler. Of course you knew all this time that it was against 
the law to live with two women? 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Or to have two wives? 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Tayler. How long have you known Senator Smootf 
Mr. Hickman. Twenty years; perhaps longer. 
Mr. Tayler. Intimately? 

Mr. Hickman. I can't say it was intimately, but I knew him, 
Mr. Tayler. Have you any reason to suspect that he did not know 
you had two wives? 
Mr. Hickman. I certainly do. 
Mr. Tayler. Was it concealed? 

Mr. Hickman. If I might explain, I can give my reasons, if you 
desire. 

Mr. Tayler. Very well ; I would like to have them. 

Mr. Hickman. Soon after my marriage with my second wife she 
went to Idaho to live, and it was not known to the public ; and during 
some two years after that I went East and studied. I was gone 
between three and four years, and when I returned she lived in Idaho 
most of the time. After being in Utah a year, or such a matter, I 
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moved to Idaho, and I had both my families in Idaho then; and five 
and u half years ago, or over five, I moved back to Utah, leaving mv 
second wife in Idaho, and my second wife remained in Idaho until 
ray first wife's death and until nearly a year afterwards. When I 
was engaged in the university or the academy I was very doubtful 
whether he knew it or not, and whether he knew anything of it until 
my second wife came to Utah. He may have, but, as I understand it, 
it was not generally known that I had two women. 

Mr. Tayleb. Was it generally known that you had had two wives 
when you brought your second wife to Utah? 

Mr. Hickman. Not generally. 

Mr. Tayleb. I mean after you brought her did it not become 
known? . 
Mr. Hickman. I think so. 

Mr. Tavler. It has boon generally understood in Provo what the 
status was of your legal relations to your present wife? 

Mr. Hickman. I don't know what the knowledge is of the public 
on that. 

Mr. Taylkb. There has been no studious effort to conceal that, hae 
there ? 

Mr. Hickman. I don't know as I get your question. ~Yow said 
" legal rights," I don't know — if I understand your question — 
whether they knew that I had been married legally to my second wife 
or not. They knew that I lived with her. 

Mr. Tayler. You have been familiar with the doctrine of plural 
marriage and with the law of the church as laid down in respect to 
it, have you not ? 

Mr. Hickman. I think so. 

Mr. Tayler. Your first wife was not present when you were mar- 
ried to your second wife? 
Mr. fliCKMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayijor. You understood that that was the rule of the church — 
that the first wife should be present? 
Mr. Hickman. Not necessarily. 
Mr. Tayler. You had her consent, had you ? 
Mr. Hickman. I did 
Mr. Tayler. That is all. 
The Chairman. AVho is your next witness? 
Mr. Tayler. Mrs. Geddes. 

TESTIMONY OF MRS.. MARGARET GEDDES. 

Mrs. Margaret Geddes, having been duly sworn, was examined and 
testified! as follows : 
Mr. Tayler. What is your first name, Mrs. Geddes? 
Mrs. Geddes. Margaret. 
Mr. Tayler. Where do you live ? 
Mrs. Geddes. Salt Lake City. 
Mr. Tayler. How long have you lived there? 
Mrs. Geddes. Off and on for twenty years, 
Mr. Tayler. Where were you bom ? 
Mrs. Geddes. In Glasgow, Scotland. 
Mr. Tayler. When did you come to this country? 
Mrs. Geddes. Twenty years ago last June — the 1st of June. 
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Mr. Tatler. Did you come dirodtlT to Utah! 
Mra. Geddes. T came diroctly to Utah, by way of New York. 
Mr, Tatler. Wars you converted to the Mormon faith before you 
came? 
Mrs. Geddes. Oh, yea, 

Mr, Tatler. How long have you been a member of the church! 

Mrs. Geddes. Over two years. 

Mr. Tatler. Were you married when you camel 

Mrs. Geddes. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. When were you married! 

Mrs. Geddes. I came here the 1st day of June, 1884, and was mar- 
ried the December following— the 4th day, 1884, 

Mr. Tatij&r. Whom did you marry then ! 

Mrs. Geddes. William S. Gecldes. 

Mr. Tatler. Where did you marry him ? 

Mrs. Geddes. In Logan. 

Mr. Tatler. Where did you live with him! 

Mrs. Geddes. Well, I didn't live with him very much for maybe 
two years anywhere. 

Mr, Tatler. Were you a plural wife? 

Mrs. Geddes. Yes, sir. ' 

Mr. Tatler. When you did live with him, where did you live! 
Mrs, Geddes. In Oregon. 

Mr. Tatler. And how long did you live there with him! 
Mrs. Geddes. You will have to give me time to think. 
Mr. Tatler. About how long? 

Mrs. Geddes. Maybe five years. I can't just remember. I didn't 
know what I was to be asked, of course, and I don't know. 
Mr. Tatler. Did you have children? 
Mrs. Geddes. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tatler. How many? 
Mrs. Geddes. Four children. 
Mr. Tatler. Were they born in Oregon! 
Mrs, Geddes. Not all of them. 

Mr. Tatler. Had you children born before you went to Oregon! 
Mrs. Geddes. One child. 

Mr. Tatler. And were the others born in Oregon I 
Mrs. Geddes. Two were bom in Oregon. . 
Mr. Tatler. And the others? 
Mrs. Geddes. Two were born in Utah. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you know about what year you came back from 
Oregon! 

Mrs. Geddes. It was the year my husband died, sir. That is thir- 
teen years ago last August; and I came back thirteen years ago last 
June, I think. 

Mr. Tatler. Did he die in Oregon! 

Mrs. Geddes. He died in Oregon. 

Mr. Tatler. And shortly after his death yon came back to Utah? 
Mrs. Geddes. Before his death. I came back in June and he died 
the following August. . 
Mr, Tatler. Where did you come to in Utah! 
Mrs. Geddes. To his home in Plain City. 
Mr. Tatler* Where! 
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Mm Geddes, To my husband's home in Plain City, and lived with 
his other wife, his first wife. 
Mr. Tayleb, How long did you litre there t 

Mrs. Geddes. I lived there at her home, or in the town ; which do 
you mean? 

Mr. Tayler. I mean, did you live at her home for some timet 
Mrs. Geddes. Oh. yes. 
Mr. Tayler. How long? 

Mrs. Geddes. Well, my husband died in August and my little baby 
was born the following January; so I lived there until she was sev- 
eral years old. I don't remember. 

Mr. Tayleh. Until she was several years old? 

Mrs. Geddes. Yes. 

Mr. Tayleh. How many children have you now, Mrs Geddes? 
Mrs. Geddes. Four living children. 
Mr. Tayler. How old are they? 

Mrs. Geddes. My oldest boy is dead, but the four living ones are 
aged, the one 17, the one 15, one 13, and one five and a half. 
Mr. Tayler. Who is your second husband ? 
Mrs. Geddes. I have no second husband. 
Mr. Tayler. Who is the father of the youngest child! 
Mrs. Geddes. I decline to answer that question. 
Mr, Tayler. Is his name Echols* 
Mrs. Geddes. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. It is not? 
Mrs. Geddes. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. Where was the child born? 
Mrs. Geddes. $alt Lake City. 

Mr. Tayler. Mrs. Geddes, who has had charge of you, looking 
after you and guiding you about, since you came to Washington ? 

Mrs. Geddes. No one at all. I got here this morning at 3 o'clock, 
and I remained in the waiting room until I came here, with the excep- 
tion of getting a pair of rubbers. No one has had charge of me and 
t have had no introduction to anybody, to go to them and find out; 
but when I came in here I hunted out to see if I could find anyone 
from Utah, because I was all alone and a stranger, and I know 
nobody here, unless my own nephew, Mr. Peterson, and I didn't 
know he was here until a few minutes ago. 

Mr. Tayler. What is his business here? 

Mrs. Geddes. I don't know; studying law or something. I don't 
know his business. 
Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

The Chairman. Who is the next witness, Mr. Tayler? 
Mr. Tayler. Arthur Morning. 

The Chairman. Mr. Morning, will you take the stand? 

TESTIMONY OF ART HUE MORNIH0. 

Arthur Morning, having been duly sworn, was examined, and tes- 
tified as follows ; 
Mr. Tayler. Whore do you live, Mr. Morning? 
Mr. Mornino. I live at Collinston ? Utah. 
Mr. Tayler. How long have you lived there? 
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Mr. Moaning. I have lived there now about sixteen months. 

Mr Tayler. How long have you lived in Utah ? # 

Mr. Morning. Nearly four years. 

Mr. Tayler. Where did you live before you went there! 

Mr. Morning. I lived in Kansas. 

Mr. Tayijer. What is your business? 

Mr. Morning. I am a teacher. 

Mr. Tayler. How long have you been teaching? 

Mr. Morning. I have been teaching about seven years. 

Mr. Tayler. And at Collinston you have been teaching the last 
sixteen months? 

Mr. Morning. This makes my third year in Collinston. 

Mr. Tayler. Oh, your third year in Collinston ? 

Mr. Morning. On, yes; but I have lived there about sixteen 
months. 

Mr. Tayijer. How large a school have you ? 
Mr. Morning. I have a school of about 25 students. 
Mr. Tayler. You have a single school ? 
Mr. Morning. Yes, sir. 
• Mr. Tayler. There are no other teachers there ? 
Mr. Morning. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. How large is the settlement? 

Mr. Morning. There are about 150 to L'OO people living in Collins- 
ion district. 

Mr* Tayler. So that the school you teach is the only school there, 
bit? 

Mr. Morning. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. It is a public school, is it? 

Mr. Morning. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That is, a school supported by State taxation? 
Mr. Morning. Yes, sir; a district school. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know who is the stake president of that stake? 
Mr. Morning. I believe Fred J. Hoi ton, Nels Madsen, and George 
W. Watkins. 
Mr. Tayler. Do you know them ? 
Mr. Morning. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. You do not know them ? 
Mr. Morning. I do not. *' 

Mr. Tayler. Have you been called upon to conduct what are called 
u religion classes " in your school ? 
Mr. Morning. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. When were you first called upon to do so? 
Mr. Morning. A year ago this falli 

Mr. Tayler. And how did that request or direction come to you? 
Mr. Morning. It came by letter. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you with you the letter that came to you in 
1903? 

Mr. Morning. I have not the first letter. I have one that came 
with the course of study. 
Mr. Tayler. I wish you would produce that letter. 
(The witness produces a paper. ) 
Mr. Tayler. Will you read that letter? 

Mr. l^pRTHiN gton. I suppose this is admissible under the ridings 
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heretofore made, Mr. Chairman. I do not think it is necessary to 
repeat our objection. . 

The Chairman. The witness will read the letter. 

Mr. Morning. This letter is written to me, but the name has been 
misspelled. It is to " Mr. Arthur Moring " instead of " Morning,** 
" Collinston, Utah. Dear Brother : — 

Mr. Tayler. Is there a heading on it? 

Mr. Morning. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Read the heading and all. 

Mr. Morning (reading) : 

Office of the Stake Board of 
Religion Class Work in Box Elder Stake, 

Brigham City, Utah, Oct 7, 190$. 
Mr. Arthur Moring, Collinston P. 0, 

Dear Brother: Herewith inclosed we have great pleasure in pre- 
senting you with a copy of the Outlines of the Religion Class Work 
for the School Year or 1903-4. You will find the same a great help to 
you in the arrangement of the programme in all the grades. You 
will see by the outlines that the material must be prepared bv the 
teacher, and in a short time you will be able to gather materials for 
your lessons. 

All the steps will be as usual, and as used in the religion classes 
previously, so that the programme takes up the third and fourth steps 
with suggestions for subjects. 

Material for the biographical sketches of the leaders of the church 
will be found in the little work entitled " Prophets and Patriarchs," 
by Apostle Cowley, which is published at 50 cts. You will find this 
little work a great assistance. 

In regard to the roll book, simply keep the attendance of each 
pupil, and arrange it so you can get the average attendance. The 
Sunday school roll book is a simple nook for keeping rolls. 

We shall be glad to answer any questions concerning the Religion 
Class Work you may be pleased to send us. 

Trusting that you may be blessed in the labor of love, and meet 
with the success you desire, we remain, 
Your brethren in the truth, 

Fred J. Holton, 
Nels Madsen, 
George W. Watkins, 

Stake Presidency. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you with you the book showing the outlines of 
Religion Class Work referred to there? 

Mr. Morning. No; not that one referred to. I have the one I 
received this year. That was last year. 

Mr. Tayler. Let me hand you a pamphlet and ask you if that is 
the pamphlet, or a duplicate of the pamphlet, which you received 
accompanying that letter that you have just read? 

Mr. Morning. I believe that is a copy of it. 

Mr. Tayler. It was a pamphlet entitled " Outlines of Religion 
Class Work for the School Year 1903-4? " 
Mr. Morning. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And contained a series of lessons that were to be the 
topics of instruction to your pupils during that year? 
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Mr. MosKDca. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And this you believe to be the identical series? 
Mr. Morning. As far as I can remember, that i< the identical book. 
Mr. Worthington. I notice there is some writing in that He 
does not identify that as a part of itf 
Mr. Morning. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. No; it is unimportant It need not go in. It is 
simply somebody's memorandum about somebody's life. We do not, 
of course, care to have it It would not hurt it one way or the other. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you offer this book? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes, I am going to have this identified. It is the 
same thing. 

Now, in 1901, you have stated you received a similar letter! 
Mr. Morning, Yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. Are jou going to offer extracts from that book? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes; I ani going to read them in a moment, but I 
wanted to iret this letter in here for the following year. 

Senator McComas. I thought I had not heard you. That is why I 
asked. 

Mr. Tayler. No, I had not I do not offer the letter, because I 
think it simplifies the record so much to have the witness read it and 
incorporate it directly in his testimony. 

Look at the letter 1 hand you and tell me if that is the letter which 
was received in 1904 in that connection! 

Mr. Morning. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Will you read it! 

Mr. Morning (reading): 

Office of the Stake Board 

of Religion Class Work, 
Brigham City, Utah, Sept. 17, 1904. 
Mr. Arthur Morning, 0WWn*fcm, Utah. 

Dear Brother: As the Stake Board of Religion Class Work, we 
earnestly request that you take hold of the work in your school that 
you have been engaged to teach. As you know, dear brother, the 
call to work comes from th Presidency of the Church, and the call 
comes to every day school teacher of our common faith, for the reason 
that by education they are the most eminently fitted to take hold of 
this work. The wort, dear brother, is not ours personally. It is 
work of the Great Master who calls His servants for the last time to 
labor in His vineyard; and your special calling is to sow faith of 
the Gospel seed in the hearts of your pupils, and in aiter years they 
will rise up and call you blessed fov your efforts. 

Enclosed please find copy of the Outlines for this year. 

The General Board advise us that it is not necessary for the teacher 
to receive a certificate from the General Board, as formerly. 

Praying the Lord to bless you in your efforts, we remain, 
Your brethren, 

Fred J. Holton. 
Nels Madsen, 
George W. Watkins, 
Stake Presidency of Religion Class Work. 
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Mr. Tatler. Have you with you the Outlines of Religion Class 
Work referred to in that letter! 
Mr. Morning. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tatlkr. Will you produce that please? 
(The witness produces a paper.) 

Mr. Wobthinoton . It is the same thing as this other, I suppose. 

Mr* Tatler. No; it is not 

I desire to offer both of these in evidence. 

Senator McComas. ,Mr. Tayler^ is it material to incorporate the 
whole of those papers in the record f 
Mr. Tatleb. rfo; I think not 

Senator McComas. Can you not select the extracts you desire*! 
Mr. Tatleb. Yes, sir. 

The Chaibman. I think that is a good suggestion. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Suppose you mark the passages you would like 
to have go in, and give them to us, and we will see what wb want. 

Mr. Tatleb. Then you will go over them and mark those you want 
put out, I suppose? 

Mr. Wobthinoton. No, sir; we do not want any of them put out 
We are here to get out the truth. 

The Chairman. You may do that, and submit it to counsel. 

Mr. Tatleb. There is a reference in this latter latter to a certificate 
from the general board. 

Mr. Mobning. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. Have you or had you such a certificate from the gen* 
eral board? 
Mr. Mobning. I had last year. 
Mr. Tatleb. Have you that with you ? 
Mr. Mobning. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tatleb. Will you produce that, please? 
(The witness produces a paper.) 

Mr. Morning. That became torn. I thought it was some advertise- 
ment and just tore the wrapper off, and I did not know what it was 
until I got it out 

Mr; Tatleb. While counsel are looking at that I will ask you 
another question or two. Did you carry out this religion class work ? 

Mr, Morning. I did not. 

Mr. Tatler. You are not a Mormon? 

Mr. Morning. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you know what official position in the county Fred 
J. Holton, the first signer to these letters, holds and held at that time? 

Mr. Morning. I don't know what political position he held at that 
time. Since then he has been elected to the office of either county 
attorney or district attorney. I don't remember which. 

Mr. Tatler. We offer in evidence the license to Arthur Morning, 
referred to in that letter. I will read it: 

" Holiness to the Lord. The General Board of Education of the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints hereby licenses Arthur 
Moring to act as Instructor of Religion Classes in Collinston, Beaver 
Ward, Box Elder Stake of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day 
Saints, where he has been engaged, under the authority of the consti- 
tuted Stake Board of Education. This license to be valid until June 
80, 1904 
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" In witness whereof w&have hereunto attached our signatures and 
the seal of the Board at Salt Lake City, Utah, this 20th day of 
November, 1903. 

" In behalf of the General Board of Education. 

« ANTHON H. LtTND, 
** RtJDGER CLAW80N, 

" J oskph M. Tanner; 
General Superintendency of Religion Classes? 

There is attached the seal " Holiness to the Lord. General Board 
of Education of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, 
1888." f 

We will agree upon what shall be taken from this pamphlet, but I 
think that the continuity of the narrative will be aided if I read a 
little from it now. 

First is a'n introduction^ headed " Religion Class Outlines." 

" We herewith present to the Religion Class Workers the following 
Outlines for the year 1903-4. The teacher will therefore be able 
during this year to know the end, of his work from the beginning, 
and more satisfactory results may be expected from his labors. It is 
the intention, when religion class work shall have passed the experi- 
mental stage and the field been more clearly defined, to publish plans 
for three years in advance.'! 

Then follows a rather lengthy statement signed by the general 
superintendency, all of which ought to be printed — that is, it is 
nothing like as much as there is in the body or this book. Then fol- 
low the lessons — that is, the topics of the several lessons for the pri- 
mary gnide, for the intermediate grade, and for the advanced grade, 
each of them containing 36 lessons. 

In the primary grade, for instance, the third lesson is Biographical 
Sketch or President Joseph F. Smith. 

In the seventh lesson, Biographical Sketch of Elder Francis M. 
Lyman. \ ; -,. 

In the eighth, Biographical Sketch of Elder John Henry Smith. 

Ninth, Sketch of Elder George Teasdale's Life. 

Tenth, Sketch of Elder Heber J. Grant's Life. 

Twelfth, Sketch of Elder John W. Taylor's Life. 

Thirteenth, Sketch of Elder M. W. Merrill's Life. 

Fourteenth, Sketch of Elder Matthias F. Cowley's Life. 

Eighteenth, Sketch of Elder Rudger Clawson's Life. 

Nineteenth, Sketch of Elder Reed Smoot's Life. 

Then follows about the Book of Mormon — sketch of George Can- 
non, Brigham Young, Lorenzo Snow. 

Thirty-second, sketch of Elder George Reynold's life. 

Lesson 33, sketch of Elder B. H. Robert's life, including his writ- 
ings. 

Lesson 34, sketch of Supt. Joseph M. Tanner's life. 

In the intermediate grade, several lessons on the Book of Mormon, 

Then sketch of Orson Pratt's and Parley Pratt's lives. 

Mr. Worthington. You might just as well put it all in. 

Mr. Tayi^er. Lesson 20, sketch of Daniel H. Wells's life. 

Twenty-second, sketch of President George A. Smith's life. 

And so on. 
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Senator Hopkins. Mr. Tayler, what is the object of putting that 
in evidence ? What do you expect to prove by it ? 

Mr. Tayler. Why, we are proving Dy that that the church is edu- 
cating, at the expense of the public, the children who are in the public 
schools in the duties and lives of all of these saints, educating them 
in the Monnan religion, doing those things which occur nowhere 
else, and could occur only in that which has the nature of a theocratic' 
dynasty. That is the {general purpose of it 

Mr. Worthington. And I suppose the result is that no member of 
the Mormon Church should be admitted to the Senate. 

Senator McComas. To what extent have those saints been polyg- 
amous? 

Mr. Tatler. Practicallv all of them. When I say practically, of 
course I mean that, not that there are not exceptions, out I suppose 
that nine-tenths of all the persons whose lives and works and writings 
are to be taught to these children are notorious polygamista I use 
the word " notorious " not in an offensive but in the actual meaning 
of the word, what everybody knows. 

I believe that is all I had to ask Mr. Morning. 

The Chairman. I want to ask the witness a question. I under- 
stand you are not an adherent of the Mormon Church f 

Mr. Morning. No, sir. 

The Chairman. By whom were you employed to teach that 
school? 

Mr. Morning. Bv the district board of education. 

The Chairman. Do you know how this district board is selected? 

Mr. Morning. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. How? 

Mr. Morning. By the vote of the people. 

The Chairman. By an election? 

Mr. Morning. Yas, sir. 

The Chairman. What reply did you make to these instructions 
you received? 

Mr. Morning. To these letters? 

The Chairman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morning. I made no reply to them at all. 

The Chairman. But you did not follow the instructions therein 
contained? 

Mr. Morning. No, sir. 

The Chairman. You paid no attention to them? 

Mr. Morning. I paid no attention to them at all. 

Senator Hopkins. You taught as good a school as you knew how ? 

Mr. Morning. I tried to. 

Mr. Worthington. Are you still a teacher? 

Mr. Morning. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. In the same place? 

Mr. Morning. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Are the school trustees Mormons or Gentiles? 

Mr. Morning. There are two Gentiles and one Mormon. 

Mr. Worthington. Which one of them is the Gentile? You say 
two of them are Mormons and one of them is a Gentile? 

Mr. Morning. Let me change it the other way — two Gentiles and 
one Mormon. If I said it that way, I meant two Gentiles and one 
Mormon. 
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Mr. Worthinoton. I misunderstood you, then. Which one of 
them is the Mormon ? 

Mr. Morning. Hiram Jensen is the Mormon. 

Mr. Worthington. You spoke of these men whose names are 
signed to these papers as the stake presidents. Did you mean that! 

Mr. Morning. Not to that paper. 

Mr. Worthinoton. In this certificate that is put in evidence they 
sign their names as general superintendency of religion classes. . 

Mr. Morning. That is all there is to that; but in those letters it is 
" stake board of religion class work," I believe. 

Mr. Tatler. These people, who sign are not the board of education ? 

Mr. Worthinoton. No. I ask him whether they are the stake 
presidency or whether they are simply the presidency of the religion 
classes! 

Mr. Morning. They sign themselves in the first letter I received as 
the stake presidency and in the second as the stake presidency of reli- 
gion class work. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do you know whether there is any distinction 
between the stake presidency and the stake presidency of religion 
Mr. Morning. I do not 

Mr. Worthinoton. You do not- mean to say they are the stake 
presidency, as distinguished from the stake presidency of religion 
class work ? 

Mr. Morning. I do not The first letter I received is signed 
* Stake Presidency." 
Mr. Worthinoton. Do any of their children come to your school ? 
Mr. Morning. The Mormons, do vou meant 
Mr. Worthinoton. No; the people who signed those papers? 
Mr. Morning. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I see at the head of one of these letters to 
which the names of these people are signed as the stake presidency 
the words " Office of the stake board of religion class work in Box- 
elder stake." 

Mr. Morning. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. It is practically the same designation, take it 
altogether,, as in the other letter, where they sign as stake presidency 
of religion class Work f 

Mr. Morning. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. They are the same names. 

Hie pamphlets above referred to are as follows: 

Outlines of religion class work forAhs school year 1903-4, published 

by the general board of religion classes. 

i 

Religion Class Outlines, 
introduction. 

We herewith present to the religion class workers the following 
Outlines for the year 190S-4. The teacher will therefore be able 
during this year to know the end of his work from the beginning, and 
more satisfactory results may be expected from his labors. It is the 
intention, when religion class work shall have passed the experimental 
stage and die field been more clearly defined, to publish plans for 
three years in advance. 



BUSED 8MOOT. 118 

These Outlines, it will be noticed, give only the third and fourth 
steps. The reason for this is that allthe other steps are permanent 
and well known, so that space need not be taken up with putting them 
in the Outlines lesson by lesson. The instructors will therefore go 
through each step as formerly, inserting these-^the third and the 
fourth— where they belong, but for the benefit of those to whom 
this work may be new we give them here in their order. First step, 
singing; second step, prayer; third and fourth steps, the matter 
given in these Outlines; fifth step, testimony bearing; sixth step, 
singing and prayer. We take this opportunity of saying that these 
steps are to be divided nor combined, nor should any others be added. 

Heretofore songs have alwavs been published with each lesson. In 
these Outlines, however, it has been deemed best not to give the 
songs; but the matter of choosing them has been left to the instruct- 
ors. Care should of course be taken to make appropriate selections, 
for much good may result from harmonizing the spirit of the words 
and music with the subject-matter of the lessons. Thus, for instance, 
where the lesson deals with prayer, perhaps no better selection of 
a song could be made than " Did you think to pray ?" The following 
songs should, however, be memorized by all the grades during the 
year, and as many more as the teacher may deem proper: O My 
Father, S. S. Song Book, without music, p. 209; O Say What Is 
Truth, p. 213: The Spirit of God, p. 214; Do What Is Right, jp. £03: 
Did You Think to Pray? p. 82; Nay, Speak No 111, p. 66; In Our 
Lovely Deseret, p. 196. 

Abundant material for the biographical sketches of the present 
and many of the past leaders of the church may be found in the little 
work entitled " Prophets and Patriarchs," from the pen of Elder 
Matthias F. Cowley, which can be obtained for fifty cents by ad- 
dressing him at No. 123 North. West Temple St. For material 
used in the advanced grade, the teacher may find reference to all 
he needs in the " Sunday School Outlines," No. 4. 

The "Juvenile Instructor," as in the past, will be used by the 
General Board for notes and suggestions in relation to religion class 
work. In addition to these, there will appear, either in the regular 
columns or in other parts of this magazine, biographical material 
which the teacher may not be able to obtain elsewhere. 

The instructor should be careful not to go outside of these Outlines 
for subject-matter to teach in his classes. By this we mean that he 
should not go to the plans of the other associations in the church for 
material, unless the same subjects happen to be also in the Outlines. 
There is little need, if the various organizations keep to their respect- 
ive fields, of trespassing on one another's work. 

Be prompt in opening and closing your classes. Don't waste time 
nor tire the children with long and tedious discourses. Thirty min- 
utes for the primary grade and forty minutes each for the other 
grades will be found sufficient for the entire recitation. More- 
over, put additional enthusiasm into your class in the spring if you 
find indications that the interest of the children is going to die out. 
If you find the interest likely to keep up longer than the close of 
the day school in the spring, it will not be out of order for you to 
continue the class later. This is more likely to be the case with those 
iri the primary grade. 
A word about prayer. The intention is that the children, not the 

S. Doc. 486, 69-1, vol 2 8 
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teacher, should do the praying. If, however, the teacher has to 
Net the example in this respect, let him be short and to the point 
Else he will find the children backward about praying, for they will 
see their inability to make long prayers. If the teacher will notice 
the length and wording of the prayers which the Lord has given us-— 
such, for example,- as the Lord's prayer, the blessing on the sacra- 
ment, and the words used in baptism — he will find them models of 
compactness and brevity For the benefit of those who are new to 
this work we give here an example: Our Father which art in heaven, 
we thank Thee for every blessing we enjoy. Bless us this day with 
Thy Holy Spirit that we may learn well our lessons. Bless the 
authorities of Thy Church, and our parents and teachers. We ask 
all in the name of Thy Son Jesus Christ Amen. It must be remem- 
bered, however, that it is necessary to impress the minds of the class 
with the fact that the prayers should be of their own wording, as 
much as possible, and also that the children should be sincere. No 
trouble will be experienced here if the teacher sets out right. ( 
Some teachers find difficulty in the fifth step— testimony bearing. 
The children are sometimes diffident in this respect, imagining that, 
since nothing of an extraordinary nature has occurred in their lives, 
they have nothing to say. Then, too, it is often thought by grown- 
up people that nothing is a testimony which does not include the 
ministry of angels, the speaking of tongues, the healing of the sick, 
i or some such manifestation. Others think that children of the ages 
I found in the religion classes can have no testimonies. 

But children do have testimonies, and that, too, as real and sen- 
tie to them as ours are to us. Nor is it necessary for them to have 
n angels or been themselves healed in order to have a testimony. 
*«ve their prayers been answered? Do thev feel better when they 
lo right than when they do wrong? Do tney love to look at the 
I and the beautiful in the lives of men and women and in nature? 
their hearts filled with gratitude for their food, clothing, health, 
. life? The answer to one or all of these questions, and to many 
ere that could be asked, given in the simple and sincere way of 
'dhood, is as pleasing to the Lord as any we may give to them, 
taover, the teacher should npt work on the child's emotions, other- 
Tit will say what it does not really mean, simply to please. 
<*Irt order to make testimonials interesting a suggestion might be 
given by the teacher to the effect that such and such will be the sub- 
J&taf the next recitation, and that the children might think about 

f connected with this lesson. Say, for example, that it is 
ery likelv they have had prayers answered ; or they might 
relalt&kriking instances' where others they know or have heard of 
have mbivcd answers to their prayers. Encourage them to tell what 
they fSL about the lesson or about what good they can see in others 
and in tlfc world. In such a way the testimony bearing may be made 
a source of strength to our children and may teach them to open their 
eyes to thf goodness of God, which is manifest everywhere, if we 
could only%se and acknowledge it 
Your brethren in Christ, 

Anthon H. Lund, 

BUDGBR CliAWSON, 

Joasm M. Tanner, 

General Superintendence. 
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PHIMAU r GBAOB. 

Lesson I. 

Third step. Why children should pray. 
Fourth step. Biographical sketch of the ward bishop. 
Lesson II. 

Third step. Why we should learn to sing the songs of Zion. 
Fourth step. Biographical sketch of the stake president. 
Lesson III. 

Third and fourth steps. Biographical sketch of President 
Joseph F. Smith. 
Lesson IV. 

Third step. How children should conduct themselves at places 
of worship. 

Fourth step. Biographical sketch of President John R. Winder. 

Lesson V. 

Third step. How children should act on the streets and at places 

of public amusements. 
Fourth step. Biographical sketch of President Anthon H. Lund. 
Lesson VI. 

Third step. How children should speak to their companion* at 
play. A 

Fourth step. Biographical sketch of some person whom the chil-^ 
dren have seen/ 
Lesson VII. 

Third step. How children should speak to and treat the 

brothers and sisters. 
Fourth step. Biographical sketch of Elder Francis M. Lyman. 
Lesson VIII. 

Third step. How children should treat their parents. 
Fourth step. Biographical sketch of Elder John Henry Smith. 
Lesson 1a. 

Third step. How children should treat strangers. 
Fourth step. Sketch of Elder George Teasdale's life. 

Third step. How children should sympathize with those who 
may be hurt. 

Fourth step. Sketch of Elder Heber J. Grant's life. 
Lesson XI. 

Third step. Kindness to animals. 

Fourth step. Biographical sketch of some person known to the 
children. 
Lesson XII. 

Third step. How children should be grateful for food and 
clothing. 

Fourth step. Sketch of Elder John W. Taylor's life. 
Lesson XIII. 

Third step. How. children should be grateful to parents for giv- 
ing birth to and rearing them. 
Fourth step. Sketch of Elder M. W. Merrill's life. 
Lesson XIV. 

Third step. How and why children should respect those who are 
older. 
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Fourth step. Sketch of Elder Matthias F. Cowley's life. 
Lesson XV. 

Third step, How children should always pay attention when 
spoken to. 

Fourth step. Sketch of some person known to the children. 
Lesson XVI. 

Third step. The habit of crying. 

Fourth step. Sketch of Elder Abram O. Woodruff's life. 
Lesson XVII. 

Third step. How children should live after thev are baptized. 
Fourth step. An interesting missionary experience from the 
life of some person, known or unknown to the children. 
Lesson XVIII. 

Third step. What children should be thinking about while par- 
taking of the sacrament. 
Fourth step. Sketch of Elder Rudger Clawson's life. 
Jjesson AiA. 

Third step. How children should act when they are sick. 
Fourth step. Sketch of Elder Reed Smoot's life. 
Lesson XX. 

Third step. The quarrels of children — how to avoid them and 

how to adjust them. 
Fourth step. Sketch of Elder Hyrum M. Smith's life. 
Lesson XXI. 

Third and fourth steps. Instances where boys have received 
testimonies — as, for example, the prophets Samuel and Joseph 
Smith. 
Lesson XXII. 

Third step. Why children should never steal. 
Fourth step. Sketch of Patriarch John Smith's life. 
Lesson XXIII. 

Third step. How children should act at the table. 
Fourth step. Incident from the life of some character known to 
the children. 
Lesson XXIV. 

Third and fourth steps. How we got the Book of Mormon. 
Lesson XXV. 

Third step. Why children are baptized when they are 8 years 
old. 

Fourth step. Some instances of baptism (such as that of Je3us). 
Lesson XXVX 

Third step. How to make friends. 

Fourth step. Sketch of the late President George Q. Cannon's 
life. 
Lesson XXVII 

Third step. Why children should never lie. 
Fourth step. Sketch of the late Elder Brigham Young's life. 
Lesson XXVIII. 

Third and fourth steps. Sketch of the late President Lorenzo 
Snow's life. 
L/esson A.A.1A.. 

Third and fourth steps. Sketch of the late Karl G. Maeser's 
life. 
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Lesson XXX. 

Third step. Why children should so to school. 

Fourth step. Sketch of the late Elder Franklin D. Richards's 
life. 
Lesson XXXI. 

Third step. Something about the Sunday school. 

Fourth step. Sketch or the late Elder George Goddard's lifa 
Lesson XXXII. 

Third step. Why children should never sulk. 

Fourth step. Sketch of Elder George Reynold's life, including 
his writings. 
Lesson XXXIIL 

Third step. Why children should not be vain. 

Fourth step. Sketch of Elder B. H. Roberts' life, including 
his writings. 
Lesson XXXIV. 

Third step. Why children should avoid giving way to anger. 

Fourth step. Sketch of Supt. Joseph M. Tanner's life. 
Lesson XXX V . 

~ Third step. Why children should not be selfish. 

Fourth step. Sketch of Mrs. Zina D. Young's life. 
Lesson XXXVl. 

Third step. How children should obey parents and teachers. 
Fourth step. Sketch of Mrs. Elmina S. Taylor's life. 

INTERMEDIATE GRADE. 

Lesson I. 

Third step. Why the Lord organized the church in the last days, 
Fourth step. Life of Joseph the Prophet: Up to and including 
the first vision. 
Lesson II. 

Third -step. Why the Saints have been persecuted and driven. 
Fourth step. Life of Joseph the Prophet : The Book of Mormon 
revealed. 
Lesson III. 

Third step. What the Book of Mormon is about. 
Fourth step. Life of Joseph the Prophet : Organization of the 
church. 
Lesson IV. 

Third step. What the Book of Doctrine and Covenants is about. 
Fourth step. Life of the Prophet: Persecution at Hiram, Ohio. 
Lesson V. 

Third step. A beautiful relation. (The teacher is to, choose 

one suitable for the children.) 
Fourth step. Life of Joseph the Prophet: Incarcerated in 
Independence jail. 
Lesson VI. 

Third step. How the Book of Mormon was translated. 
Fourth step. Life of Joseph the Prophet: The martyrdom. 
Lesson Vll. 

Third step. The three witnesses to the Book of Mormon. 
Fourth step. Life of Joseph the Prophet; Something about his 
character. 
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lesson VIII. 

Third step. Love and devotion of friends. (See David and 

Jonathan and Joseph and Hyrum.) 
Fourth step. Sketch of Hyrum Smith's life. 
Lesson IX. 

Third and fourth steps. Life of President Brigham Young: 
Up to and including his baptism. 
Lesson X. 

Third and fourth steps. Life of President Brigham Young: 
As an apostle preaching the Gospel* 
Lesson XI. 

Third and fourth steps. Life of President Brigham Young: 
Leading the Saints westward. 
Lesson XII. 

Third and fourth steps. Life of President Brigham Young: 
Something about his character. 
Lesson XIII. 

Third and fourth steps. An incident from the life of some per- 
son, selected by the teacher. 
Lesson XlV. 

Third and fourth steps. Sketch of President John Taylor's life. 
Lesson XV. 

Third and fourth steps. Sketch of President Wilford Wood- 
ruff's life. 
I^esson jXiV I. 

Third and fourth steps. Sketch of Parley P. Pratt's life. 
Lesson XVIL 

Third and fourth steps. Sketch of Orson Pratt's life, including 
his writings. 
Lesson XVIII. 

Third and fourth steps. Aa incident from the life of some per- 
son, selected by the teacher. 
Lesson XIX. 

Third step. Why young people should be cleanly in their habits. 
Fourth step. Sketch of Heber C. Kimball's life.' 
JUesson aa.. 

Third step. The spirit of fairness in boys and girls. 

Fourth step. Sketch of Daniel H. Wells's life. 
Lesson XXI. 

Third step. Personal appearance. 

Fourth step. Sketch of Willard Richards. 
Lesson XXII. 

Third step. Why youngpeople should be sociable. 

Fourth step. Sketch of President George A. Smith's life. 
Lesson XXIII. 

Third and fourth steps. An incident from the life of some per- 
son, selected by the teacher. 
Lesson XXIV. 

Third step. How we can be helpful to others. 

Fourth step. Sketch of Erastus Snow's life. 
Lesson XXV. 

Third step. Why a love of poetry should be cultivated. 
Fourth step. Sketch of Eliza R. Snow Smith's life. 
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Lesson XXVI. 

Third step. Why boys should prepare for missions. 

Fourth step. Sketch of John Morgan's life. 
Lesson XXVII. 

Third step. Why young people should get patriarchal blessings. 
Fourth step. The first patriarch in the church. Sketch of 
Father Joseph Smith's life. 
Lesson XXVIII. 

Third step. How children may qualify themselves to become 

good parents. 
Fourth step. Sketch of Mother Lucy Smith's life. 
Lesson XXIX. 

Third and fourth steps. An incident from the life of some per- 
son, selected by the teacher. 
Lesson XXX. 

Third step. Why young people should keep their thoughts pure. 

Fourth step. The first bishop in the church— Edward Part- 
ridge. 
Lesson XXXI. 

Third step. How children may remember the poor. 

Fourth step. Sketch of Edward Hunter's life. 
Lesson XX XII 

Third step. Why young people should be faithful. 

Fourth step. The first martyr-apostle in the church — David 
W. Patten. 
Lesson XXXIII. 

Third step. Why boys should alwavs be polite to women. 

Fourth step. Sketch of Bathsheba W. Smith's life. 
Lesson XXXIV. 

Third step. Why young people should always do with enthusi- 
asm what falls to their lot. 

Fourth step. Sketch of Jedediah M. Grant's life. 
Lesson XXXV. 

Third step. Why young people should be sincere in ail they say 
and do. 

Fourth step. Sketch of Elder John Nicholson's life. 
Lesson XXXVI. 

Third step. The gathering of the Jews. 
Fourth step. Sketch of Orson Hyde's life. 

ADVANCED GRADE. 

Lesson I. , , . ^ 

Third step. Some of the benefits to be derived from prayer. 

Fourth step. The personalty of God. 
Lesson II. , . , 

Third step. How it helps us to think of Christ. 

Fourth step. The eifect of Christ's life on the world. 
Lesson III. 

Third and fourth steps. Some important lessons taught by the 
life of Christ. 
Lesson TV. 

Third and fourth steps. The fall of man and the redemption 
wrought out by our Savior. (See Junior Manual, ch. 1.) 
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Lesson V. 

Third and fourth steps. Angels— what they are and some of 
the missions they have performed. 
Lesson VI. 

Third and fourth steps. Our primeval childhood. 
Lesson VIL 

Third and fourth stops. Repentance. How people should 
always strive to make right their wrongs. 
Lesson VIII. 

Third step. Funerals and the spirit in which they should be 
attended. 

Fourth step. Salvation for the dead. 
Lesson IX. 

Third and fourth steps. Baptism — necessity and mode. 
Lesson X. 

Third step. Why young people should specially honor those who 

bear the priesthood. 
Fourth step. The priesthood. 
Lesson XI. 

Third step. Personal habits to be cultivated. 

Fourth step. Prophets — why they are necessary. 
Lesson XII. 

Third step. Personal habits to be avoided. 

Fourth step. Prayer. 
Lesson XIII. 

Third step. Cleanliness and personal appearance. 

Fourth step. The sacrament. 
Lesson XIV. 

Third step. The duty of preserving our bodies. 

Fourth step. The word of wisdom. 
Lesson XV. 

Third step. What generosity has to do with forming the char- 
acter or men and women. 
Fourth step. Tithing. 
Lesson XVL 

Third step. Why we should never use either obscene language 

or slang. 
Fourth step. Purity. 

T WTT 

Lesson XV 11. 

Third and fourth steps. Temples— the great temples that have 
been built and their uses. 
Lesson XVIII. 

Third and fourth steps. Apostasy — apostasy from the ancient 
church. Individual apostasy-fhow people feel and act when 
they leave the church— why they manifest such a spirit. 
Lesson XIX. 

Third and fourth steps. How young men may prepare them- 
selves for missions — personal habits. 
Lesson ^SX»» 

Third step. Why young people should read good books. 
Fourth step. Education— physical, intellectual, and spiritual. 
Lesson XXI. 

third and fourth steps. The associations of youth— why young 
people should not be too familiar. 
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Lesson XXIL 

Third and fourth steps. A character sketch of some person 
known to the teacher. 
Lesson XXIII. 

Third and fourth steps. A sketch of the life of Nephi. (See 
Junior Manual, Oh. XVIII.) 
Lesson XXIV. 

Third and fourth steps. Sketch of the life of Apostle Paul. 
Lesson XXV. 

Third and fourth steps. A sketch of some character, selected by 
the teacher. 
Lesson XXVI. . 

Third and fourth steps. Sketch of King David's life. (See 
Junior Manual, Chs. XV and XVI.) 
Lesson XXVII. 

Third and fourth steps. A sketch of some noteworthy charac- 
ter in the church, selected by the teacher. 
Lesson XXVIII. 

Third and fourth steps. Benefits to be derived from reading the 
Book of Mormon. 
Lesson XXIX. 

Third and fourth steps. Sketch of Mormon's life. 
Lesson XXX. [ 

Third and fourth steps. A sketch of some worthy person's life- 
man or woman— chosen by the teacher. 
Lesson XXXI. 

Third and fourth steps. Sketch of King Benjamin's life (in the 
Book of Mormon). 
Lesson XXXII. 

Third and fourth steps. Why we should be polite. 
Lesson XXXIII. 

Third and fourth steps. Some striking missionary experience, 
chosen by the teacher. 
Lesson XXXIV. 

Third and fourth steps. Why our home surroundings should be 
cleanly, peaceful, and beautiful. 
Lesson XXXV. 

Third and fourth steps, A sketch of some person's life — man or 
woman— selected by the teacher. 
Lesson XXXVI. 

Third step. How religion may improve one's citizenship. 
Fourth step. Why we should be loyal to our country. 

Outlines of religion class work for th* school year 190^-6^ published 
by the general board of religion classes. 

PREFACE. 

The following outlines for the school year 1904r-5 is herewith pre- 
sented to religion class workers, in the hope that it may prove satis- 
factory. In addition to the usual plan of lessons, there will be found 
also instructions to officers and teachers, a few notes and suggestions 
on the lessons, and a list of memory gems for the use of those who, 
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for any reason, may be unable to provide a suitable one for them- 
selves. It needs only to be added here that no teacher is expected 
to follow these plans so closely as to interfere with the spontaneous 
progress of the class or with his own individuality. Some lessons 
no aoubt will be found to contain too much material, others too 
little. The instructors will therefore use their judgment in adapt- 
ing the subject-matter to the needs of the class. 

Religion Class Outlines. 

preliminary instructions. 

So eager are the officers and teachers of religion olasses for every 
word which will aid them in performing duties that lie in an essen- 
tially new field that we find it necessary each year to increase the 
body of instructions accompanying plans of lessons. We give, there- 
fore, in this place an explanation of some of the more important 
points and methods to be followed in this work. 

h Subject-matter of these outlines. — It will be noticed that the ma- 
terial for the lessons in all the grades is taken entirely from the 
Bible — the subjects for the primary grade from the Old Testament, 
those for the intermediate grade from the gospels, and those for the 
advanced department from the Acts of the Apostles. Only thirty 
lessons, however, in each of the first two of these grades and twenty- 
six in the last have been planned, and these lessons coyer only the 
first part of the divisions of the Scriptures from which they are 
respectively made, it being the intention to continue these subjects 
during the ensuing two years. The reason for making only twenty- 
six lessons for the advanced department is that seventh and eighth 
grade pupils in most schools usually begin later in the fail and dis- 
continue earlier in the spring than the others. If, however, this is 
not the case in any particular school, and additional lessons are 
needed, the teacher may either review previous lessons or enlarge 
upon those which may have been given less attention than others at 
the time they were discussed. 

2. Making early preparation for opening. — Stake and ward super- 
intendents should see to it that, if possible, the organizations are com- 
plete some time before school opens in the fall, and that copies of this 
pamphlet are in the hands of all instructors at an early date, in 
order that there may be no delay in beginning class work. Wherever 
it can be done, the services of the district school-teachers should be 
obtained, though it is not the intention that the teaching corps for 
religion classes be confined to them! In fact, it is desirable that 
other good and capable brethren and sisters be asked to aid in the 
work, so that, where all or most of the district school-teachers leave 
in the spring, there may be some one in the word to look after the 
interests of religion classes. Where there are frequent changes in the 
day-school teachers, it would preserve the interests of religion class 
work if the ward superintendent be a, person whose permanent home 
is in the ward. We may add here that steps should be taken to make 
the teaching force in this work permanent, for the reason that 
changes are always more or less detrimental to the progress of the 
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children. The superintendent will take notice that no licenses are to 
be issued from now on, 

3. Time for holding classes.'- TTie religion class should be held 
on some one of the school days, either before school opens in the mom* 
ing or after it closes in the afternoon, as may suit the convenience of 
those concerned. It should not be held on any other day, nor in the 
evening, if it is possible to hold it at the proper time, since the 
primary object of the movement would bo frustrated very largely 
and interfere with the other auxiliary organizations if any other 
time were chosen. Any of the five school days may be selected, 
though it would be advantageous if, in any given stake, a uniform 
day and time were adopted! In all cases a brief interval should 
occur between the dismissal of the district school and the taking up 
of religion class. Another fact should not be lost sight of, namely, 
that one recitation period a week is not the ultimate end in religion 
class work, but five or as many days as the district school is held. 
It would therefore be a good thing where possible for classes to be 
held dftener than once a week. 

4. Memory and practice work. — Notwithstanding the fullness of 
these lessons, it should not be supposed that no further attention is 
to be given to the learning of the Lord's Prayer, the blessing on the 
food, and those other exercises that were so prominent in the earlier 
stages of religion class work. In this movement the preeminent 
characteristic is practice in religious duties. Hence the teacher ought 
constantly to drill the class in the practical part of our faith and 
question them often respecting their application of what they learn. 
And we may note further that such should be the general method in 
other steps of the work also, especially in the third and fourth steps. 
Whenever, therefore, any practical truth is taught the children, the 
instructor should endeavor to get them to apply this in their daily 
lives. Every now and then, as the year's work progresses, they 
should be questioned respecting their constant practice of the 
important things learned, and when it appears that they are neglect- 
ing to apply wnat they have been taught special attention ought to 
be paid to the particular things that they are forgetting. The chil- 
dren should, if possible, be got into the habit or conducting them- 
selves properly and of performing their religious duties. It is these 
phases of religion class work, it should be remembered, that have 
impressed others with the need for this class of work and that furnish 
a means of doing the most good, 

5. Punctuality. — The teachers should be prompt in opening and 
closing the exercises. If the head teacher is not present the nex)t 
one should go on with the class. There should be no waiting one 
for another. The same punctuality should be observed in everything 
else connected with the work. Children sbon grow weary if they find 
it necessary to wait for the class to begin, ana they are likely in the 
end to lose interest and to discontinue their attendance. The ward 
superintendent should endeavor td have the teachers prepare the 
work so well beforehand that there will be no waiting on the part 
of the instructors to find out what to do. Towards the close of the 
year, the teacher, if he finds it necessary, should put additional 
enthusiasm into his work, so as to keep up the interest of the class 
so well that they will be anxious for religion class to open again in 
the fall, and if he finds that the interest of the pupils would con- 
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tinue longer than the usual time for closing he may extend the time 
into the summer. This latter, however, will no doubt be more likelv 
to be the case with those in the primary grade. It would.be well 
if there could be some public closing exercises. 

6. The six steps. — There are six steps in all religion class exercises : 
(1) singing; (2) prayer; (8) memory exercises and a lesson on some 
principle ot the gwpei; (4)/a lesson on manners, morals, or general 
conduct; (5} testimony bearing, and (6) singing and the benediction. 
These shoula be kept distinct, no one of them divided, nor any two 
combined, and all should be included in every recitation. Thirty 
minutes for the primary grade and forty minutes for each of the 
other departments will be found sufficient for the entire session. 
Of this time the third and the fourth step should occupy about ten 
minutes each, and the fifth step about five minutes — enough, that is 
to say, for three or four children to bear their testimonies — leaving 
the rest of the time to be divided among the other three steps. The 
teacher should not trespass upon these time limits so seriously as to 
interfere with the interest or the good of the class. The children, 
and the parents, too, will like the work better if the exercises are 
short The work outlined in this pamphlet constitutes the third 
and fourth steps, which are to be inserted in their proper place in 
tie recitation. If any time is needed for singing practice it should 
be taken out of the sixth step rather than from any of the others, 
because it here detracts less from the general purpose of the recitation 
than if given in connection with the first step. 

7. The third step.— -Special attention is called to the manner in 
which the third step should be presented. Numerous questions 
have been asked respecting the amount of outside preparation that 
should be required of the class. The character of tne religion class 
movement and the aim that it endeavors constantly to impress would 
indicate that the pupils should take as much time as might be needed 
for oute/ide preparation, for in this way only can this organization 
accomplish the good which it was intended to do. In other words, 
the class should do as much, and the teacher as little, as possible in 
the recitation. This should be the general thought in all that is 
done in religion class work. The necessary consequence of this idea, 
however, would require that the pupils, not the teacher, give the 
third step. Hitherto it has been the uniform practice, so far as we 
know, for the teacher to give this part of the lesson. But for many 
reasons, which will be perfectly obvious to any one who will con- 
sider the central motive in religion class work^ it is desirable that a 
change be made in this respect. In the future, therefore, let tho 
teachers endeavor to get the children to do this part of the work. 

The practical application of this plan will probably give some little 
difficulty at first. Jlence we make the following suggestions to those 
who have any trouble in getting the necessary preparation from the 
Is: 

t the teacher appoint some one in the class, whom he can depend 
upon, both as to his ability and willingness, to give the third step, 
making sure that the child understands just what is required, what 
time he may have, and precisely where he may obtain the required 
information. Next, let tne instructor make it a point, sometime dur- 
ing the week, to find out what progress the pupil is making in his 
work of preparation. In case the student is unable to get the lesson 
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by himself he should be urged to obtain the assistance of the parents 
or brothers and sisters; and if no aid can be obtained from these, the 
teacher should be ready to help him in getting the lesson. At all 
events, no child should be permitted to fail from lack of assistance. 
In the actual presentation of the step before the class the pupil may 
be left to tell the story in his own way* For the following recitation 
another child should be chosen, or, better still, should be asked to 
volunteer, to. give th ) third step, the teacher taking the same pains 
as in the firsthand so on till each one in the class has had an opportun- 
ity to give this step. As each student completes the assigned task, it 
would not be a difficult matter to get him to prepare the next lesson 
as if he were to be asked to recite; and after a while, no doubt, ajl 
the members of the class could be induced to prepare every lesson. 
Then the teacher would not need any longer to make appointments, 
but merely call upon the children indiscriminately to present the 
work. 

Very probably the work would not be done so well as if the teacher 
did it himself. The children doubtless would be hesitating and 
oftentimes inaccurate and incomplete, tempting the teacher's patience. 
But they will get more good from the recitation in this way, and will, 
in consequence, take a greater interest in the class. The instructor 
can easily add anything which the pupil has omitted and which is 
deemed important, questioning the class upon all that has been given. 
It is hoped that a strong ana persistent effort will be made by the 
teachers to carry out this suggestion with credit to the religion class. 

8. The fourth step. — Essentially the same principle should be ob- 
served in this step. Let the teacher, instead of telling the class what 
is or is not good manners or morals, draw out from them, by a series of 
well-directed and well-arranged questions, what the children already 
know, for none can be founa who do not have some information con- 
cerning points of conduct involving the relationship of one person 
to another. 

9. The fifth step.— This step, as already remarked, should occupy 
no more than five minutes — sufficient for three or four testimonies 
to be borne. The children should be given to understand that they 
are not expected to testify from personal knowledge to the truth of 
the Gospef or to the divine authority of the Prophet Joseph, though 
even children may bear such a testimony under the influence of the 
Holy Spirit. But generally speaking, they will not be able to do 
this. And yet they are expected to say something voluntarily under 
this step. They should therefore be told that an expression of their 
own thoughts and feelings may be a testimony. They may, for 
instance, say they believe the Gospel to be true, the prophets to be 
inspired of the Lord ; or they may even say they would like to have a 
testimony. They may feel delight in the pleasant sunshine, in the 
flowers, in the sky and trees and animals; they may feel stronger 
after doing right when they might have done wrong; they may have 
seen some good act performed by some one. All these, uttered in the 
simplicity of childhood, shoula be encouraged as testimonies. But 
anything that savors of insincerity should be discountenanced. The 
class ought not to go beyond their depth or be permitted to outdo 
one another in this matter of testimony bearing. It may be added 
here that the subject just discussed in the third or fourth step will 
frequently furnish many suggestions for proper testimonies, though 
in all classes the recitation here will be the better if the teacher leads 
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out with ft feeling and proper testimony and the testimonies of the 
class will no doubt follow the teacher's lead. This step ; when con- 
ducted under the spirit of the Lord, will accomplish inestimable good 
to the children by impressing their hearts with the good in the world. 

10. Preparation of the lesson, — We take this opportunity of urging 
upon the teachers the necessity of thoroughly preparing every lesson. 
It is not sufficient merely to glance over the work, depending upon 
what is already known about it. To conduct a recitation* successfully, 
the teacher must come to the class with fresh information, so that 
the children will drink from a running stream instead of a stagnant 
pool. There are three points that a teacher may well keep in mind as 
he prepares his lesson, for which the recitation will be the better. 

in the first place, the instructor should select his aim— the point 
which he wishes to impress upon the class. This should be as defi- 
nite as' he can make it, and would better be written, in order to make 
the stronger impression on the teacher himself. There should, more- 
over, he onlv one aim, and it should be so clear and simple that the 
class may easily grasp it. No doubt from any given lesson several 
aims could be cnosen, out only^one of these— the best, in the teacher's 
opinion — should be used in the class. Such an aim would have the 
obvious advantage of keeping the recitation, in this particular step, 
from straying into irrelevant details and also fixing on the minds 
of the class some definite idea. As an example of what we mean, we 
may take Lesson XVIII in the primary grade, " Pharaoh and the 
plagues," Several aims might be selected in the preparation and 
the teaching of this lesson; but the instructor, in view of the fact 
that this is a primary class and that the subject presents some diffi- 
culties, will probably select such an aim as this: The Lord, notwith- 
standing appearances, does not forsake his people. Such an aim will 
suggest at once the details that should be included. The children 
may need to know something of the severe hardships endured by the 
children of Israel (which they could do by reviewing briefly the 

grevious lesson), as well as something concerning the prophesies that 
ad been uttered respecting this event; and then the details of the 
deliverance might be given. Where possible, the aim should be posi- 
tive, not negative. ^ ^ 

In the next place, there is the development of this aim. This 
part of the work would require an outline of the lesson, including 
only those points that contribute to the bringing out of the aim pre- 
viously selected. So far as the) teacher is concerned, such an outline 
would* be of advantage in compelling him to think to some purpose 
at every point of the lesson. He would then be above his subject 
and could make what disposition of it he would. Not only should 
he consider what points he must bring before the class, but also how 
they are to be presented, what illustrations he is to use, and how to 
use them. This is of very great importance, and any weakness in the 
preparation will show itself here* 

Frequently the development of the lesson takes the form of ques- 
tioning, and this, in fact, would be the method in use here, since the 
teacher himself is not to present the third step. But he must know 
where he is going, so to speak, else he can not direct the attention of 
the class; and therefore a careful outline of the work should be made 
beforehand. It may be well to repeat here what was said in another 
place regarding the adaptation of these lessons to the needs of the 
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class. The outlines are merely suggestive, and the teacher may take 
the whole lesson or any part of it as he sees fit 

After this comes the application and enforcement of the aim. In 
other words, the teacher needs to make clear the relation between the 
lesson and the conduct of the children; Herein lies the distinctive 
field of religion class work—to make the conduct of the class reflect 
the teachings they have received. Special emphasis should therefore 
be given to this part of the work* Whenever any principle is de- 
veloped in the lesson, it should be made to touch the experience of the 
class at as many different points as possible, and also in as many 
varying ways; and an effort should, moreover, be made to have them 
think of some way by which their own conduct may be improved. 
Thus, to illustrate our meaning, after the lesson we have already re- 
ferred to has been presented in the third step, the class might succes- 
sirely be asked for instances similar to this, where the people of God 
have been delivered from some impending danger, for cases where 
Individuals have been similarly delivered, and finally for instances in 
their own lives where it might be necessary for the Holy Spirit to 
whisper to them a way of escape from temptation or sin. 

It may be further added that these three points in the preparation 
and the presentation of the lesson — the aim, the development, the ap- 
plication and enforcement-may, in many of these lessons, be carried 
through three steps. That is to say, the third step may contain the 
spiritual truth, the fourth step its Sevelopment in termi of our own 
conduct, and the fifth the enforcement of the truth in the testimonies 
that are born. Thus the seventeenth lesson in the primary grade — 
<f The bondage of the Israelites "—contains a principle in the third 
step, its application in the fourth, and the testimonies in the fifth step 
may enforce this idea. 

In conclusion, we may say that religion class work is growing, and 
each year gives evidence not only of the need there is among us for 
the kind 01 work it was organized to do, but also of the great amount 
of good it is actually doing among our boys and girls. Everywhere 
we near good reports of the benefit our young people are receiving in 
religion classes. These reports may not come** to the ears of the 
teachers, but they may be assured that their efforts for the benefit of 
the youth in the church are appreciated. The children attending the 
religion classes behave better in the general assemblies of the saints, 
conduct themselves perceptibly better towards their elders, have im- 

E roved manners in their homes, and use better language on the street 
y reason of their having belonged to the religion class. The in- 
structors may therefore be encouraged in the noble work they are 
doing among the children of the saints,- and justly take pride in the 
fact that their labors, toilsome and unavailing as they may often ap- 
pear, have nevertheless no little influence in shaping the lives and 
moulding the character of the young people of the church. 

PRIMARY DEPARTMENT. 

Lesson L 

Third step. The Bible: What it teaches — how it has improved 
the world. 

Fourth step. Our memories: Given us by the I^rd — our duty to 
cultivate them— learning to quote Scripture — its use to ua 
throughout life. 
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Third step* The creation: The things created-— the light, the 

heavens, the water, the earth, the herbs, animals, man. (Gen., 

chs. 1:1-2; 2:1-4.) 
Fourth step. What there is to admire in the things the Lord has 

created-recognizing the Lord ia his worker appreciation 

of nature. 
Lesson III. 

Third step. The garden of Eden. (Gen.. 2:7-24.) 

Fourth step. Temptation brought into the world — the duty of 
self-denial — fall through disobedience, salvation through obe- 
dience. 
Lesson IV. 

Third step. The two brother^ Cain and Abel. (Gen., 4 : 2-15.) 
Fourth step. Jealousy How it harms us, how ikharms others. 
Lesson V. 

Third step. Noah and the Ark. (Gen., chs. 8, 9.) 

Fourth step. How wickedness hinders our belieHn God— why 

the Lord punishes the wicked for their own good, for the good 

of others. 
Lesson VI. 

Third step. The Tower of Babel (Gen., ch. 11.) 
Fourth step. A will higher than our own— we never succeed 
when we oppose it — how we may know that higher will : (a) 
by prayer, (b) by obedience, (c) by living pure lives. 
Lesson VII. 

Third step. Abraham and Lot. (Gen., ch. 13.) 
Fourth step. Selfishness— (a) not necessary to our prosperity, 



(b) how it may destroy our happiness. 

vir 



Lesson VHL 

Third step. Abram and the angels— personality of God and 

angels. (Gen- ch. 18.) 
Fourth step. Hospitality: Welcome in the home— efforts to 
please others. 
Lesson IX. ~ : 

Third step. Abram's family: The father of different races: for 

example, the Jews and the Arabs. (Gen., ch. 25.) 
Fourth step. Our indebtedness to our parents— privileges of 
birth, sucn as the blessings pronounced upon our fathers. 
Lesson X. 

Third step. Isaac and Rebecca. (Gen., ch. 24.) 
Fourth step. Manners at the table. 
Lesson XL 

Third step. Jacob's vision and vow. (Gen., ch. 28.) 

Fourth step. Generosity: How it helps us to give, by making 

us love others— we are made to think of God by helping His 

children. 
Lesson XII. 

Third step. Story of Joseph. 

Fourth step. Dreams: Sometimes they are sent by the Lord. 
Lesson XIII. 

Third step. The story of Joseph (continued) . 
Fourth step. Why children should never be revengeful. 
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Lesson XIV. 

Third step. The story of J oseph ( continued) . 
Fourth step. How children may be helpful to their parents (1) 
by making them little trouble in the home, (2) by helping them 
in childhood, (8) by kind words, (4) by providing for them in 
later years, when they are in want 
Lesson A.V. * 

Third step. The story of Joseph (concluded). 
Fourth step. Gaining the confidence of others ; our duty to have 
the confidence of others — confidence a sacred thing— how we 
are injured by abusing it. 
Lesson XVI. 

Third step. The birth of Moses. (Ex., chs. 1, 2.) 
Fourth step. Troubles: Our need of them and our deliverance. 
We should never be discouraged when we are doing right. 
Lesson XVII. 

Third step. Pharaoh and the plagues. (Ex., chs, 7, 8, 9, 10.) 
Fourth step. What patience teaches us—charity for others- 
depending on the Lord. 
Lesson XVIII. 

Third step. Pharaoh and the plagues. (Ex., chs. 7, 8, 9, 10.) t 

Fourth step. Punishment: Children should leave it (1) to their 
parents, (2) to the Lord. 
Lesson XIX. .. 

Third step. The burning bush. (Ex., ch. 3.) 

Fourth step. The schooling the Lord sometimes gives— (1) by 
separating us from home and family, (2) by giving us oppor- 
tunities to mediate, and (3) by teaching us patience. 
Lesson XX. 

Third step. The passover. (Ex., ch. 12.) 

Fourth step. The destroying angel— how we may escape him 

il) keeping the word of wisdom, (2) by otherwise serving the 
ord. 

Lesson XXI. 

Third step. Departure of the Israelites. (Ex., chs. 13, 1£.) 

Fourth step. Threats: Why children should never make them— 
(1) because they are likely to be fulfilled on those who make 
them, (2) because they tempt us to injure others. 
Lesson XXII. 

Third step. Manna and quails sent. (Ex., ch. 16.) 

Fourth step. Confidence (1) in our parents, (b) in our leaders, 
(c) in our God. 
Lesson XXIII. 

Third step. God's message from Sinai. (Ex., ch. 19.) 

Fourth step. Sacred places: Meeting houses, temples, incident 
of the " burning bush." 
Lesson XXIV. 

Third step. The ten commandments. (Ex., ch. 20.) 

Fourth step. The Sabbath Day : How children should keep it, 
(1) by observing cleanliness, (2) by going to Sunday school, 
(3) by abstaining from games and amusements. 

S. Doc. 486, 59rl, vol 2 9 
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Lesson XXV. 

Third step. Aaron and his sons made priests. (Ex., ch. 28.) 




neavenly father. 
JLesson A. A VI. 

Third step. God speaks to Moses face to face. (Ex., ch. 33.) 
Fourth step. Memorize the following in verse n : "And the Lord 
spake unto Moses face to face as a man speaketh to his friend." 
Lesson XXVII. 

Third step. Balak and Balaam. (Num., ch. 23, 24.) 
Fourth step. Blessings: Blessing others, (1) by asking the Lord 
to bless them, (2) by doing them good. 
Lesson XXVIII. 

Third step. Delegates sent to search the Land of Promise. 

(Num., ch. 13J> 
Fourth step. Why we should never be discouraged. 
Lesson XXIX. 

Third step. Joshua crossing the Jordan. (Josh., ch. 3.) 
Fourth step. How the Lord magnifies the leaders of his people, 
(1) by making them men of great integrity, (2) by giving the 
people confidence in them. 
Lesson XXX. 

Third step. Jericho besieged and taken-. (Josh., ch. 6.) 
Fourth step. Prophecies fulfilled with respect to Jericho. Have 

the class relate to the class other prophecies that have been f ul- 

filled. 

INTERMEDIATE DEPARTMENT. 

Lesson I. 

Third step. The angel appears to Zacharias and Mary. (Luke 
1:38.) 

Fourth step. Have the class relate other circumstances under 
which angels have visited the earth. 
Lesson II. 

Third step. The angel appears to Elizabeth — the birth of John 

the Baptist ( Luke 1 : 39-80. ) 
Fourth step. Our preexistence. (Jer., 1: 5; Heb., 12:9; Eccles, 
12:7.) 
Lesson III. 

Third step. An angel appears to Joseph. Birth of Jesus. 

(Matt, 1:18-25; Luke, 2: 1-7.) 
Fourth step, Preexistence of Jesus. ( Jno., 16 : 28 ; Jno., 17: 5 ; 
Jno., 17: 5.) 
Lesson IV. 

Third step. An angel appears to the shepherds. ( Luke 2 : 7-20. ) 
Fourth step. Memorize verse 14 of this chapter. 
Lesson V. v 

Third step. Presentation of Jesus in the temple. (Luke 
«: 21-38.) 

Fourth step. How children are blessed — Jesus, himself blessed 
children. (Mark 10: 18-16.) 
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Lesson VX 

Third step. The wise men come to Bethlehem. (Matt. 2 : 1-12.) 
Fourth step. Obedience. 

Lesson VII. 

Third step. Flight into Egypt and return. (Matt 2:13-23; 
Luke 2:39-40.) 

Fourth step. Conduct of children toward one another on the 
playground. 
Lesson VIII. 

Third step. Jesus at twelve years of age. (Luke 2: 41-52.) 

Fourth step. Conduct of children toward their superiors and 
the aged; speaking to them — boys lifting their hats — render- 
ing assistance. 
Lesson IX. 

Third step. Ministry of John the Baptist. (Matt. 2:1-12; 

Mark 1:1-8; Luke 3:1-18.) 
Fourth step. Greetings — on rising, on retiring, on the streets, 

on entering and leaving school. 
Lesson X! 

Third step. Baptism. (Matt. 3:3-17; Mark 1:9-11; Luke 
3:21-24.) 

Fourth step. Baptism — time, mode, purpose. 
Lesson XI. 

Third step. The temptation. (Matt. 4 : 1-11 ; Mark 1:12, 13 ; 
Luke 4: 1-13.) 

Fourth step. Temptation that follows us and temptation that 
we put ourselves in the way of. 
Lesson XII. 

Third step. Testimony of John the Baptist to Jesus. (John 
1:19-34.) 

Fourth step. Choice of language in the conversation of boys 
and girls. 
Lesson XIII. v 

Third step. Jesus gains disciples. (John 1 : 35-51.) 
Fourth step. Evil thoughts — how they come to us: in a spirit of 
anger, jealousy, and through improper desires — the importance 
« of overcoming them. 
Lesson XIV. 

Third step. The marriage at Cana of Galilee. (John 2: 1-12.) 
Fourth step. Miracles : follow believers — purpose of them — why 
we should not base our faith exclusively on them. 
Lesson XV. 

Third step. At the Passover Jesus drives the money changers 

from the temple. ( J ohn 2 : 13-35. ) 
Fourth step. Why the Passover was observed — the word of 

wisdom and the destroying angel. (See note.) 
Lesson XVI. 

Third step. Our Lord's discourse with Nicodemus. (John 
3:1-21.) 

Fourth step. Why children should never be ashamed of their 
religion. 
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Lesson XVII. 

Third step. Jesus leaves Jerusalem, but remains in Judea and 
baptizes. Further testimony of John the Baptist. (John 
8:22-36.) 

Fourth step. Ridicule— its danger (1) to those who use it;' (2) 
to those against whom it is used — why young people should 
not be influenced by it. 
Lesson XVIII. 

Third step. Jesus departs into Galilee after John's imprison- 
ment (Matt. 4:12; Matt. 15:3*-5; Mark 1:14; Mark 
6: 17-20; Luke 4:14; Luke 3:19-20; John 5:1-3.) 

Fourth step. Conduct of brothers and sisters toward one an- 
other — love of one another a divine duty — how love among 
brothers and sisters beautifies their lives in later years. 
Lesson XIX 

Third step.. Our Lord's discourse with the Samaritan woman. 
John 4:4^12.) 

Fourth step. Who the Samaritans were — we should always be 
respectful to those who do not believe as we do. 
Lesson Xa. 

Third step. Jesus teaches publicly in Galilee. (Matt. 4:17; 

Mark 1 : 14-15 ; Luke 4 : 14, 15 ; John 4 : 35-45.) 
Fourth step. Attentions to the poor — the duty of giving— the 
value of kind words. 
Lesson XXI. 

Third step. Jesus again at Cana— he heals the son of a noble- 
man at Capernum. J ohn 4 : 46-54. ) 

Fourth step. Attentions to the sick — thoughtfulness and sym- 
pathy for them — helpfulness and prayer. 
Lesson XXII. 

Third step. Jesus at Nazareth; he is rejected there and fixes 
his abode at Capernum. (Matt. 4: 13-16; Luke 4: 16-31.) 

Fourth step. Bevengeful spirit— how it harms us, how it hurts 
others. 
Lesson XXIII. 

Third step. The call of Peter, Andrew, James, and John, with 
miraculous draught of fishes. (Matt. 4 : 18-22 ; Mark 1 : 16-20 ; 
Luke 5: 1-11.) 

Fourth step. Obedience—to parents, to teachers, to authority. 
Lesson XXIV. 

Third step. Healing of a demoniac in the synagogue. (Mark 
1:21-28; Luke 4: 21-7.) 

Fourth step. Courtesy to strangers — politeness, helpfulness, hos- 
pitality. 

Lesson XXV. - 
Third step. Healing of Peter's wife's mother and many others. 

(Matt. 8: 14-17; Mark 1:29:43; Luke 4 : 38-41.) 
Fourth step. Prayer — in the home, in public, and in secret — 
those whom we should remember in our prayers. 
Lesson XXVI. 

Third step. Jesus with his disciples goes from Capernum 
throughout Galilee. (Matt 4:>2-4; Mark 1:35-39; Luke 
4:42-44.) 

Fourth step. Fidelity— to schoolmates! to teachers, to parents, 
to God. 
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Lesson XXVII. 

Third step. The healing of a leper. (Matt. 7:2-4: Mark 

1:40-45; Luke 5:1&~15.) 
Fourth step. Administering to the sick — helping them when in 
need, by the prayer of the elders, and by kind words and a 
cheerful spirit. J / 
Lesson XXVIII. 

Third step. The healing of the paralytic. (Matt. 9:2; Mark 

2:1-12; Luke 5: 17-26.) 
Fourth step. On having a fault-finding disposition: Finding 
fault about our own conditions, adverse criticism of others. 
Lesson XXIX. 

Third step. The call of Matthew. (Matt. 9:9; Mark 2 : 13, 14 ; 
Luke 5: 27, 28.) 

Fourth step. Going on a mission. Boys should expect one- 
how to prepare for one — what it will do for them. 
Lesson AAA. 

Third and fourth steps. Have the pupils tell what most pleased 
them in that part of the life of Christ which they have studied. 

ADVANCED DEPARTMENT. 

Lesson I. ... 

Third step. Matthias chosen. (Acts, ch. 1.) 
Fourth step. Reading good books, the Bible, church works, 
choice literature in general. 
Lesson II. 

Third step. Peter's sermon. (Acts, ch. 2.) 
Fourth step. Attending church-~its value as a habit, cultiva- 
tion of our religious nature, its influence on our daily lives. 
Lesson III. 

Third step. The lame healed. (Acts, ch. 3.) 
Fourth step. Prayer : Gives moral courage, aids us in resisting 
temptation, gives integrity. 
Lesson I V. 

Third step. Peter and John imprisoned. (Acts, ch. 4.) 
Fourth step. Using choice 'language: Language an index to our 
thoughts — how it reveals one's character — how it helps to refine 
one's nature. 
Lesson V. 

Third step. Ananias and Saphira. (Acts, ch. 5.) 
Fourth step. Truthfulness: Gives self-confidence — gives others 
confidence in us — gives accuracy to both our statements and 
our judgments. 
Lesson VI. 

Third step. Seven deacons chosen. (Acts, ch. 6.) 

Fourth step. Keeping the word of wisdom: Importance of be- 
ginning to observe it early in life — gives power of self-control- 
produces physical comfort and well-being— enriches our moral 
nature. 
Lesson VII. 

Third step. Stephen stoned. (Acts, ch. 7.) 

Fourth step. How boys persecute one another — how careful 
boys should be to respect the personal rights of one another— 
wfiy young people should champion the rights of the weak. 
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Lesson VIII. 

Third step. Philip plants a church in Samaria. (Acts, ch. 8.) 

Fourth step. How young people may value money too highly- 
physical pleasures of no value without a good conscience- 
honor of more value than riches— a legitimate ambition to gain 
money. 
Lesson IX. 

Third step. Saul's conversion. (Acts, ch. 9.) 

Fourth step. Repentance: Manly to reform when we are con- 
vinced that we are wrongs-constant danger of wrongdoing- 
repentance makes the pathway of duty clearer, 
Lesson X , 

Third step. Peter's vision. (Acts, ch. 10.) 
Fourth step. Obedience— defects in the judgment of youth- 
how they are cured by obedience — a divine command. 
Lesson XI. ( 

Third step. Peter's defense. (Acts, ch. 11.) 

Fourth step. "Driving stakes:" The necessity of recognizing 

a will higher than our own — divine purposes that men do not 

foresee. 
Lesson XII. 

Third step. Herod kills James. (Acts, ch. 12.) 
Fourth step. How an evil life leads us to harm others. 
Lesson XIII. 

Third step. Paul preaches at Antioch. ( Acts, ch. 13.) 
Fourth step. Courage : To stand by one's convictions— to resist 
evil. 
Lesson XIV. 

Third step. Paul stoned. (Acts, ch. 14.) 
Fourth step. Retribution : Our troubles often measured by the 
troubles we make others— punishment the natural consequence 
of wrongdoing. 
Lesson XV. 

Third step. Paul persecuted. (Acts, ch. 17.) 
Fourth step. How one may be polite: Politeness should always 
be sincere— should be made a habit 
Lesson XVI. 

Third step. Paul preaches at Corinth. (Acts, ch. 18.) 
Fourth step. Punctuality: A duty we owe to others— it pro- 
motes regularity and industry— saves time. 
Lesson XVII, 

Third step. Usurpers of authority. (Acts, ch. 19.) 
Fourth step. Honesty : The practice of cheating— how it hurts 
those who cheat as well as those who are cheated — honesty 
begets confidence in others as well as in ourselves. 
Lesson XV III, 

Third step. Eutychus raised to life. (Acts, ch. 20.) 
Fourth step. Personal appearance: How it begets self-respect — 
the respect of others for us. 
Lesson XIX. 

Third step. Paul goes to Jerusalem. (Acts ? ch. 21.) 

Fourth step. Exercise, recreation, rest: Kind of exercise and 
rest— dangers of exercise and recreation — duty of rest — cheer- 
fulness the effect of exuberant health. 
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Lesson XX* 

Third step. Paul's defense. (Acts, ch. 22.) 
Fourth step. Our companions: A person known by the com- 
pany he Keeps. 
Lesson XXL 1 
Third step, Paul smitten. (Acts, ch. 23.) 
Fourth step. Reverence : For homo and parents — for the priest- 
hood — for sacred places. • 
Lesson XXII. 

Third step, Paul accused before Felix. (Acts, ch. 24.) 
Fourth step. The habit of industry — no real happiness without 
work-— an aid to morality. 
LessonXXill. 

Third step. Paul appeals to Ca?sar. (Acts, ch. 25.) 
Fourth step. Humane instincts — kindness to animals— gentle 
manners. 
Lesson XXIV. 

Third step. Paul's defense before Agrippa. (Acts, ch. 26.) 
Fourth step. Conduct in the home — at the table — treatment of 
brothers and sisters — respect for parents. 
Lesson XXV. 

Third step. Paul shipwrecked. (Acts, ch. 27.) 
Fourth step. In society: Modesty — affability — cheerfulness — 
proper topics of conversation. 
Lesson XXVI. 

Third step. A viper fastens on Paul's hand. (Acts, ch. 28.) 

Fourth step. Ambition: Proper ambition for boys and girls- 
should always be ennobling — ambition to gain an education — 
to be serviceable to one's country. 

NOTES ON THE LESSONS. 

THE PBIMAEY GRADE. , 

Lesson I. — It is intended that under the third step here such points 
as this should be brought out: All the civilized world accepts the 
Bible as a great book, and have done so for hundreds of years; it 
comes to us from the Jews ; it tells us of God's dealings with his chosen 
people; we should now be without most of those things which consti- 
tute the blessings and refinements of civilized life were it not for the 
Bible, since nearly all the peoples that accept it to-day were once in 
the same condition as the Indians of America were when they were 
discovered by Europeans. 

Lesson II. — Care should be taken with the scriptural part of this 
lesson not to indulge the curiosity of the mind. Better keep to things 
as they were created than enter into explanations as to how they 
came to be. The fourth step should reinforce the work of the third. 

Lesson IV. — At first it would seem difficult to teach a lesson from 
the first murder; but the minds of the children should be centered 
Upon the motives of Cain and Abel, respectively, the resultant differ- 
ences in the conduct of the two brothers, and the treatment which 
God accorded each. 

Lesson VII J. — The evident purposes here is to teach that God is 
a personage, and angels also. It should be impressed upon the minds 
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of the children that angels are something more than " kind thoughts," 
and that they do not have wings, notwithstanding pictures of them. 

Lessons XiI-XV. — No divisions have been made in this beautiful 
story of Joseph, for the reason that the teachers can make these with 
better results to their classes ; but some fixed points should be chosen 
at which each of the four lessons might logically stop. 

Lesson XVIII.— Comment has already been made on this lesson in 
the first note to teachers. The central point here is, of course, the 
manifest care the Lord has over his people or the strange means he 
adopts to deliver them from bondage. Otherwise there Would be no 
good results derived from some of the very gruesome details of the 
plagues. 

Lesson XX. — The reference here to the word of wisdom is to the 
promise that the destroying angel shall pass by them who keep this 
commandment of the Lord, as he did the children of Israel, and not 
slay them. This opportunity should not be neglected to give the class 
an understanding of the significance of thi3 allusion. 

Lesson XX III.— Special efforts should be made to impress the chil- 
dren with the importance of respecting sacred places and how they 
should conduct themselves therein. The actions of some of our young 
people in this respect *re in many instances reprehensible. 

INTERMEDIATE GRADE. 

Lessons II and III. — Great care should be taken here not to at- 
tempt to answer questions on points which the word of the Lord does 
not make clear. It will be sufficient if you can impress upon the 
children the fact of our own preexistence and that of our Savior. 

Lesson XV.See note under Lesson XX in the primary grade. 

Lesson , XI.-— We may take this opportunity of pointing out a 
method of teaching such passages as we have here in the Lord's dis- 
course with the Samaritan woman. The children should be encour- 
aged to see m well as to hear. Do they see the well, the woman, 
Christ? How does each look? How does the country appear to 
them? And so on. The teacher may here introduce something con- 
cerning the customs of the ancient Jews in dress and manners, such, 
for instance* as may be found in the back of almost any Bible. 

ADVANCED DEPARTMENT. 

Note. — This is probably the most difficult grade to handle, not only 
becase the children here are in a critical stage of their lives, but also 
because in a great many instances they do not continue long enough 
in school to get the full benefits of religion class work. The teacher 
will therefore need to be the more on his guard as to his relations with 
the class. Here especially should he endeavor by every means pos- 
sible to win their confidence and love and to induce them to prepare 
their lessons. It will be noticed that the subjects in this grade are 
worded in a different way from the wording of those in the other 
grades — the subjects themselves, especially in the fourth step, appeal 
more to the judgment of the class, The instructor may in this 
department make a special effort to awaken and cultivate in the 
pupils the power of discrimination and comparison, that faculty 
which is so much neglected and which is more prominent here than 
at any previous age. 
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Lesson XX I L — See note on Lesson XIX in the intermediate de- 
partment 

Lesson XXVI. — Only twenty-six lessons are given here, for the 
reason that the seventh and eighth grades in so many places do not 
remain at school the full year/ If , however, any further lessons are 
needed the teacher may turn back to some of the lessons that are 
large and that he may have gone over hurriedly, or he may revidw the 
class. 

ME MOBY OEMS. 

1. Manners maketh the man. 

2. True politeness consists in making everyone happy about ua. 

3. Manners are the shadows of virtues. 

4. Love doth not behave itself unseemly. 

5. For seldom yet did living creature see 
That courtesy and manhood ever disagree, 

6. We should not only consider the courtesy we owe to others, but 
the respect we owe to ourselves. 

7. The gift without the giver is bare. 

8. The gentleman is always the gentle man. 

9. Civility costs nothing and buys everything. 

10. A handful of good life is worth a bushel of learning* 

11. Where there is no cleanliness there can be no godliness, 

12; Make it a point to look as well as you can, even if you know no 
one will see you. 

13. To possess health is to make one feel prepared for any emer- 
gency. 

14. Industry is the golden key that unlocks the gates of fortune. 

15. ResolVe to do every day some work that is useful. 

16. Economy is the daughter of Prudence, the sister ©x Temper- 
ance, and the mother of Liberty. 

17. Wouldst thou shut up the avenues of ill, 
Pay every debt as if God wrote the bill. 

18. If there were no honesty, it would be invented as a means of 
getting wealth. 

19. Who ever knew Truth put to the worse in a free and open 
encounter? ; 

20. Time arid tide wait for no man. ~ 
.21. Obedience is the first la w of hea ven. 

22. Not all the names of heroes are to be found in history. 

23. Love is the common air of heaven and earth. 

24. True charity never opens the heart without at the same time 
opening the mind. 

25. Forgive others often, yourself never. 

26. Humanity is never so beautiful as when praying for forgive 
ness, or else forgiving another. 

27. Kind hearts are more than coronets, 
And simple faith than Norman blood. 

28. I would not enter on my list of friends the man who needlessly 
sets foot upon a worm. 

29. A man that hath friends must show himself friendly* 

30. Home is the sacred refuge of our life. 
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81. Not my ccmntry right or wrong, but, if I can help it, she shall 
never be wrong. 

32. Everywhere in life the true question is, not what we say, but 
what we do. 

33- In making others happy, we become happy ourselves. 

34. Anyone can pick up courage enough to be heroic for an hour, 
but to be heroic daily is the test of character. 

The Chaikman. Is there anything further, gentlemen? 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Chairman, we are not able to proceed further this 
afternoon. A number of witnesses are on the way, and one or two 
we are not ready to examine; and we have thought that the further 
examination of Mr. Reynolds was to go on. He was told to return 
at 2 o'clock, I believe. 

The Chairman. Is Mr. Reynolds in the room? 

Mr. Van Cott. We concluded we had no further cross-examination 
of him, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. I suggest, then, that we might adjourn for the day, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Worthington. He was directed to return, because I had to 
leave yesterday, Mr. Chairman, and I thought we would have him 
come back s at 2 o*clock to-day, so that if I wanted to cross-examine 
him any further I might do it. I do not want to cross-examine him 
any further. 

The Chairman. Do you gentlemen know whether the witness who 
was ill is able to come over this afternoon? 

Mr. Richards. Mr. Chairman, I have not ascertained that fact be- 
cause during the recess I asked Mr. Tayler if it would inconvenience 
him to go on with other witnesses tnis afternoon, and allow me to 
make that inquiry to-night He thought he would have plenty of 
witnesses to occupy the afternoon, and I did not make any more effort 
in that direction. 

The Chairman. Very well. Counsel will have the witnesses here 
promptly in the morning so that we can go right on at 10 o'clock. 

Mr. Tayler. We will, of course, if they are here. We have been 
disappointed in many of the witnesses not reaching here. 

The Chairman. You can not be expected to produce them if they 
are not here. 

The committee will adjourn until to-morrow morning at 10 o'clock. 

The committee (at 3 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) adjourned until 
Wednesday, December 14, 1904, at 10 o'clock a. m. 



Washington, D. C, December ££, 190 % 
The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Present: Senators Burrows (chairman) and Dubois; also Senator 
Smoot; also Robert W. Tayler, counsel for the protestants; A. S. 
Worthington and Waldemar Van Cott, counsel for the respondent; 
and Franklin S. Richards, counsel for certain witnesses. 

TESTIMONY OF GEORGE REYNOLDS — Recalled. 

The Chairman. Mr. Tayler, proceed. 

Mr. Tayler. I believe it is desired to recall Mr. Reynolds for a 
moment 
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The Chairman. Mr. Reynolds will take the stand. 

George Reynolds, having been previously sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows : \ 

Mr. V an Cott . Mr, Reynolds, do you desire to correct in any par- 
ticular the testimony that was given by you the other day? 

Mr. Reynolds. In one place. 

Mr. Van Cott. I call your attention to the stenographer's transcript, 
and ask you to indicate the page, and to state in what particular you 
desire to make a correction. 

Mr. Reynolds. On page 118 of the typewritten copy, in the third 
line, as it is reported, and which I believe is entirely correct, it reads: 

" Under certain circumstances, which 1 can not explain, the person 
can even appeal from the presidency of the church to the whole church 
in conference assembled." 

1 wish the words "whole church" changed to the words "united 
quorums of tlie priesthood." 

Mr. Van Cott. Will you indicate the significance of the change you 
desire, so far as the meaning is concerned? 

Mr. Reynolds. The change will be simply that the members of the 
church will not be present, but the various quorums of the priesthood, 
from the first presidency; 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

Mr. Taylek. The appeal to which you were referring in your testi 
mony was the appeal that a member of the church had from the find- 
ing of the first presidency on some civil action between him and 
another member of the church? 

Mr. Reynolds. From any action that came up to the first presidency 
from the high councils of any stake of Zion. 1 made no limitation. I 
know of none. 

Mr. Tayler. Then, of course, it would cover the judgment of the 
first presidency in respect to any civil action. 

Mr. Reynolds. What do you mean by civil action, sir? 

Mr. Tayler. That kind of an action or proceeding or contest or 
controversy to which you referred in your testimony. 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir; it would 

Mr. Tayler. Where one member of the church, claiming to have 
some grievance against another growing out of a debt or other con- 
troversy, presents his claim to a bishops' court, and by order of that 
court the other party is called in and a hearing had? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And the judgment in that case could be appealed from 
one to another jurisdiction until it reaches the first presidency; and 
your statement now is that instead of an appeal from the first presi- 
dency to the general assembly of the people of the church it is an 
appeal to the quorums of the priesthood? 

Mr. Reynolds. To the united quorums of the priesthood. 

Mr. Tayler. What would constitute the united quorum of the 
priesthood? 

Mr. Reynolds. I used the word in the plural. 
Mr. Tayler. Well, the united quorums? 

Mr, Reynolds. That is to say, the first presidency, the twelve apos- 
tles, and all the rest of the various quorums, to the deacons. 
Mr. Tayler. Would you be a member of a quorum? 
Mr. Reynolds. I should bo a member of the united quorums. 
Mr. Tayler* By reason of what? 
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Mr. Reynoids, Of my holding the priesthood. 
Mr. Tatleb. Your holding the priesthood is not due to the fact that 
you arc secretary— 
Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayleb, Or assistant secretary- — 
Mr. Reynolds. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Of any particular body, but is due to the fact that you 
have taken or gone into the order of what? 

Mr. Reynolds. It arises from the fact' that I have been ordained to 
the priesthood and hold in that priesthood the position of one of the 
first seven presidents of the seventy. 

Mr. Tayleb, Exactly. Now, then, all the first presidents of the 
seventies would be members 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Or a part of these Quorums? 

Mr. Reynolds. The whole of the first seven presidents of the seventy 
and all the seventy would have a right to be present at that meeting. 
Mr. Tayleb. Who else? 

Mr. Reynolds. Do you wish me to name them all? 

Mr. Tayleb. Yes; that is to say, the officers. 

Mr. Reynolds. The members who would have a right to be present 
would be all those who had been ordained to any quorum or order in 
the priesthood: the first presidency, the twelve apostles, the first seven 
presidents of tpe seventy, the presiding bishopric, the presiding patri- 
arch, and also all the various members of these quorums— patriarchs, 
high priests, seventies, elders, priests, teachers, and deacons. 

Mr. Tayleb. I think we now understand you, Mr. Reynolds. 

Mr. Reynolds. Am 1 excused for the day? 

Senator Dubois. Are there many of these church trials to settle dif- 
ferences between church members? 

Mr. Reynolds. No, sir; they are not numerous. As a general thing 
the teachers in the wards amicably arrange any differences that exist 
between neighbors. 

Senator Dubois. The differences are arranged. There are a great 
many differences which arise between Mormons which are settled by 
- Mormons outside of the courts ? 

Mr. Reynolds. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. If the teachers in the wards do not settle a differ- 
ence then it goes higher? 
Mr. Reynolds. That is correct. 

Senator Dubois. There is an appeal from one bodv to another? Is 
an appeal often taken to the president of the church 1 

Mr. Reynolds. Not very often. It is generally settled by the 
lower courts. 

Senator Dubois. It is settled before it gets to the president? 

Mr. Reynolds, Before it gets to the presidency of the church. 

Senator Dubois. Will you tell me one single instance where an 
appeal has ever been taken from the president of the church to the 
united quorums of the priesthood. , 

Mr. Reynolds. None has taken place since I have been in Utah, to 
my knowledge. 

Senator Dubois. Is the fact that an appeal can be taken to the 
united quorums of the priesthood embraced in a written regulation of 
your organization! 
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Mr. Reynold*. My understanding is it is so provided for in the 
standard works of the church. 

Senator Dubois. Will you kindly, if not now ? before you leave, 
indicate where that can be found— in what work, giving the page, etc. ! 

Mr. Reynolds. 1 will look it up. 

Senator Dubois. If you please. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you had any practical experience in ever 
serving in any of these courts? 
Mr. Reynolds, No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. From what do you speak in the answers you have 
given regarding these trials? 
Mr. Reynolds. I speak from general knowledge. 
Mr. Van Cott. That is, from reading the works of the church? 
Mr. 5 Reynolds. From reading the works of the church. 
Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 



TESTIMONY OF MBS. WILHELMIKA 0. BIUS. 

Mrs. Wilhelmina C. Ellis, being duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 
Mr. Tayleb. You live in Saty Lake City, Mrs. Ellis? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayleb. Were you born there ? 
Mrs* Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Are you a daughter of Angus Cannon? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Very early in your life you were married to your 
cousin, Abraham Cannon, were you not? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. And since his death you have married Mr. Ellis? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. And still live in Salt Lake City where you have 
always lived? 
Mrs. Ellis* Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. How old were you when you married Abraham Can- 
non? 

Mrs. Ellis. Nineteen. 

Mr. Taylob. You were a plural wife? 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. Tayleb. And, I believe, his nrst plural wifer 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. He lived for twenty years or more after he married 
you. [A pause.] When were you married to him? 
Mrs. Ellis. October 15, 1879. 
Mr. Tayleb. 1879? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayleb. And he died in July, 1896? 
Mrs. Ellis. July 19, 1896. 

Mr. Tayleb. Wnen did he marry Lillian Hamlin? 
Mrs. Ellis. I do not know the date. 
Mr. Tayleb. I do not care abo it the exact date, 
Mrs. Ellis. After June 12 and before July 2. 
Mr, Tayleb. Of what year? 
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Mrs. Ellis. 1896. 

Mr. Tatlbr. He was at that time an apostle! 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. One of the twelve! 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylor. About bow long had he been an apostle! 
Mrs. Ellis. I do not know exactly; four or five years. 
Mr. Tatlbr. Did he, before he married Lillian Hamlin, talk to you 
about it? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Tatlbr. Did he tell you that he was going to marry her? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbr. How long before the 12th of June did he first talk 
with you about his marrying Lillian Hamlin? 
Mrs. Ellis. Oh, several weeks. 
Mr. Tatlbr. At that time he had how many wives! 
Mrs. Ellis. Three. 

Mr. Tatlbr. He married another after marrying you! 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Did he give any reason why he wished to marry her 
particularly? [A pause. J Did you understand that Lillian Hamlin 
Bad been engaged to be married to Abraham Cannon's brother! 

Mrs. Ellis, x es, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Who some time before that had died? 
Mrs. Ellis, Yes, sir. * 0 

Mr. Tatlbr. And was that a reason why she felt a desire to marry 
Abraham Cannon, and he was willing to marry her? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbr. You learned that from whom-— from Mr Cannon? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir; from him. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Now, when did you learn that Abraham Cannon had 
determined to marry Lillian Hamlin — when, with reference to the 12th 
day of June, 1896? Was it that day? 

Mrs. Ellis. 1 do not remember. No; it was not that day. That 
was my daughter's birthday, and he was there, I remember that, on 
account of her birthday. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Was it prior to that time? 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbr. A short time only before that? 
Mrs. Ellis. Only a few days. 
Mr. Tatlbr. Only a few days before that? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Did you say any thing to him in reply to his statement 
that he was going to marry her? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes. sir; I told him I did not think he could marry her. 
Mr. Tatlbr. Wnat did he say to that? 

Mrs. Ellis. He said he could marry her out of the State — out of 
the United States, 

Mr. Tatlbr. Did he state with any more particularity where he 
could marry her, whether in Mexico or Canada or on the high seas? 

Mrs. Ellis. I do not remember that he did. He said they were 
going— he was going to California on this trip. 
* Mr. Tatlbr, And that he was going to m%rry her while on that 
trip? 

Mrs. Ellis. No; I do not think he said that then* 
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Mr. Tatlbb. Not then. Later! Did you see him before he went 
away? 

Mrs. Ellis. Tea, sir; I saw him the evening he left 

Mr. Tatlbb. What conversation did you have with him then about 
his going away and about his getting married again? What did he 
say first about going? 

Mrs. Ellis. He told me he was going to marry her for time, and 
that she would be David's wife for eternity. 

Mr. Tatlbb. What did you say? 

Mrs. Ellis. I told him if he married her, there being a law against 
marriages at that time, that I could not ? my conscience would not 
allow me to, live with him when her marriage would not be acknowl- 
edged by the church or the land. 

Mr. Tatleb. What did he say to that? 

Mrs. Ellis. I do not remember that he made any reply. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Have you given us, as nearly as you can, the conver- 
sation that took place at that time ? 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Did he say he was going away that day, or that even- 
ing, to California? 

Mrs. Ellis. He told me to pack his grip or his satchel and told me 
he was going on this trip. 

Mr. TAtlbb. What did he say about Miss Hamlin? 

Mrs. Ellis. Of course I understood, in fact he said she was going 
with him and President Smith. 

Mr. Tatlbb. And President Smith? 

Mr. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. And that they were going to be married? 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Wnen did he come back? 

Mrs. ELLIS. As nearly as I can remember, on July 2. 

Mr. Tatlbb. And when he returned he was very ill ? 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir; very. 

Mr. Tatlbb. And as a result of the illness, died within the next 
two or three weeks. Is that correct? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Was he brought to your house? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. When did you first learn, Mrs. Ellis, that he had in 
fact married Miss Hamlin? Was it immediately after he got back? 
Mrs, Ellis. I think within two weeks. 
Mr. Tatleb. Was Miss Hamlin there during his sickness? 
Mrs. Ellis. The last few days. She did not stay—not in my home. 
Mr. Tatler. Did she come with him to the house? 
Mrs. Ellis. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. He was brought to your house, and later she came 

and went, from time to time 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. Until he died? What did Mr. Cannon, say to you 
shortly before his death about his having married Miss Hamlin? 

Mrs. Ellis. He told me he had married her and asked my for- 
giveness. 

Mr. Tatleb. What else did he say about it? 
Mrs. Ellis. He said he had never had a well day since he had 
married her. I think it killed him* 
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Mr, Tatlbb. You have stated, have you not, Mrs. Ellis, to several 
of your relatives and acquaintances in Bait Lake that he also told you 
that Joseph F. Smith married him! 

Mrs. Ellis, No, sir; I have never said that 

Mr. Tatlbb. You have never said that? 

Mrs. Ellis. No, sir; not that he told me, 

Mr. Tatlbb. You have stated frequently that Joseph F. Smith did 
marry them! 
Mrs* Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. But you have not stated that Mr. Cannon 

Mrs. Ellis. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Stated that he had married them! 
Mrs. Ellis. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Have you any knowledge of the fact that Joseph F. 
Smith had married them! 
Mrs. Ellis. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. That was based solely upon the fact that your husband 
was an apostle; that he had gone to California for the purpose, among 
other things, perhaps, of marrying Miss Hamlin; that ne was going to 
marry her on the hign seas — - 

Mr. Wobthington. The witness has not said that Abraham Cannon 
was going to marry her on the high seas. 

Mr. Tatlbb. And that Mr. Joseph F. Smith was with them. Is that 
the only basis of your conclusion! 

Mr. Wobthington. I object to that question, because the witness has 
not said that her husband told her he was going to marry Miss Hamlin 
on the high seas* . The question assumes that he told her so. 

The Chairman. I do not think the witness said that. 

Mr. Wobthington. She has not stated that her husband told her 
that he was going to marry Miss Hamlin on the high seas. 

Mr. Tatlbb (to the witness). Did your husband tell you where he 
was married! 

Mrs. Ellis. No. dr. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Did you not know they were married on the high seas! # 
Mrs. Ellis. Only from reports. 

Mr. Tatlbb. That is not an essential part of the inquiry. [To the 
witness.] It was an inference from the fact that your husband said he 
was going to marry her, and went away to California for that purpose, 
and that Joseph F. Smith went along with them. From that you 
inferred that Joseph F. Smith had married them! 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. I was not seeking to put any unfair question. 
The Chaibman. Did your husband tell you who did perform the 
ceremony ! 
Mrs. Ellis. No, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Efave you ever heard it rumored that anybody else 
than Joseph F. Smith married them! 

Mrs. Ellis. I thought he had married them until he was here last 
year, or at the last term of Congress. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Until he testified here in the committee! 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

The Chaibman. Excuse me, Mr Tayler, for interrupting your train 
of inquiry. 
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Mr. Tatler. Certainly. [To the witness.] Did you have any talk 
with Lillian Hamlin about it i 
Mrs. Ellis. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Do you know who is now the husband of Lillian 
Hamlin? 
Mrs. Ellis. No* sir; I do not 

. Mr. Tatler. I do not mean to ask you whether you were present 
at her marriage, if' she has been married since the death of Abraham 
Cannon. But have you not learned, as a family matter, that she has 
been married since then? 

Mrs. Ellis. No, sir; they never mention her to me. 

Mr. Tatler. Who is George M. Cannon? 

Mrs. Ellis. My brother. 

Mr. Tatler. Where does he live? 

Mrs. Ellis. Forestdale. 

Mr. Tatler. Where is that? 

Mrs. Ellis. It is a suburb of Salt Lake City, three or four miles out 

Mr. Tatler. You are on pleasant terms with him? 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. How many wives has he? 

Mrs. Ellis. One. 

Mr. Tatler. Only oue? 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Tatler. What is his wife's name? 

Mrs. Ellis. ^Addie Morris Cannon. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you know her sister, Kate? 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Where does she live? 

Mrs. Ellis. In the Fifteenth ward. 

Mr. Tatler. Is she a married woman? 

Mrs. Ellis. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Has she children? 

Mrs. Ellis. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Who is John M. Cannon? 

Mrs. Ellis. My brother. 

Mr. Tatler. How many wives has he? 

Mrs. Ellis. One. 

Mr. Tayler. What is her name? 

Mrs. Ellis. Zina Bennion Cannon. 

Mr. Tatler. Who is Louis Cannon? 

Mrs. Ellis. My brother. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you know who his wife is? 

Mrs. Ellis. Mary Alice Cannon. He married his cousin, 

Mr. Tayler. Wfiere does he live? 

Mrs. Ellis. In Cannon ward, a suburb of Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Tatler. I think that is all. 

Mr. Van Corr. Mrs. Ellis, did you oppose the manure of Mr 
Cannon to Lillian -Hamlin? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And would you mind stating the reason why you 
opposed it? 

Mrs.. Ellis. Because I considered that such a marriage could not be 
since the manifesto. 

8. Doc. 480, 50-1, vol 2 10 
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Mr. Van Cora. Then when you made your objection Mr. Cannon 
made the answer that you have given. 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes-sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. When was it that he left to go west! 
Mrs. Ellis. I do not remember the date. It was after the 12th, 
I said. 

Mr. Van Cott. Of June? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr* Van Cott. Before he went away, did you push your objections 
any further? 
Mrs. Ellis. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you make any inquiry as to whether the mani- 
festo really prohibited that kind of a marriage? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir; I went to President Smith, 
Mr. Wokthington. To whom? 

Mrs. Elus. To President Smith and asked him, not naming the 

Earties, if such a marriage could be, explaining the case,, but withh- 
olding names. 

Mr. Van Cott. What was his answer? 
Mrs. Ellis, lie said it could not be. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, when you say President Smith, whom do you 
mean? 

Mrs. Ellis. He was at that time, I believe, Counselor Joseph E. 
Smith, 

Mr. Van Cott. He was not president of the church at that time? 
Mrs. Ellis. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, Mr. Cannon went away, and you say that on 
his return he came home ill? 
Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. You stated also that you thought that it killed him. 
What did you mean by that? 

Mrs. Ellis. Well, he said he never had a well day after that. The 
pain was in his head; in his brain. He was a very conscientious per- 
son, and I think it worried him. 

Mr. Van Cott. When you sav, Mrs. Ellis, that you think it worried 
him. I should like you to explain just what you mean by that. 

Tne Chairman. I should like to have the reporter read the question. 

The reporter read the question. 

Mrs. Ellis. I only think— of course I do not know his feelings, but 
I think that he thought that he had broken the law. 

Mr. Van Cott. When you say the law do you mean the statutes of 
the State, or of the Congress, or do you mean the manifesto? 

Mrs. Ellis. I think the manifesto and law, both. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was this belief of yours confined simply to yourself, , 
or was it general in the family and among his friends? 

Mrs. Ellis. General. 

Mr. Tatleb. 1 think that is about as remote as anything possibly 
could be. 
The Chairman. The answer is in. 

Mr. Worthington. If we are going to be confined to legal evidence, 
I do not see how anything that Abraham Cannon said could be evidence 
against Senator Smoot 

The Chairman* Proceed* Is there anything further! 
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Mr* Van Cott. Yes, one question please. [To the witness:] Did yon 
ever know anything definite at all, more than mere rumor or gossip, 
to the effect that Joseph F. Smith performed that ceremony! 

Mrs. Ellis. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. You answered Mr. Tayler that you believed up to 
, the time President Smith testified here that he had performed the 
ceremony* What is the state of your belief since he testified as to 
whether he performed it? 

Mrs. Ellis. I do not believe he did. 

Mr. Van Cott. You still live in Salt Lake City t 

Mrs. Ellis. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Vak Cott. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. That is all, Mrs. Ellis. Will you gentlemen want 
this witness any more? 
Mr. Tayler. I would rather she be not excused to-day. 
The Chairman. All right. 

PROPOSED RECESS. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Mr. Chairman, we have a number of very important 
witnesses who ought to be here by this time, but are not. I do not 
mean that they ought to be here and have not been found, but I mean 
witnesses who we supposed would have arrived by this time. They 
have been summoned. They are not here vet. 1 think we had better 
take an adjournment until 2 o'clock or until to-morrow morning. The 
witnesses are on the way. 

The Chairman. I have had communications from witnesses who 
have been subpoenaed, saving that they have been delayed by the 
storm. If you have no other witnesses 

Mr. Tayler. I have not. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I want to ask Mr. Wallis a question or two, 
and perhaps we might take up a little time in that way. 

The Chairman. Proceed, Mr. Worthington. 

Mr. Worthington. Not that I can finish with him now, but 1 can 
proceed. 

The Chairman. Let Mr. Wallis take the stand. 

TESTIMONY OF J. H. WALLIS, SR— Becalled. 

J. H. Wallis, Sr., having been previously sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows: 

Mr. Worthington, Did you reduce to writing at any time the 
obligations which you have testified here you took on the numerous 
occasions when you say you went through the endowment ceremony? 

Mr. Wallis. Not the obligations, sir. I did amuse myself in com- 
ing here in writing part of the ceremony, but the obligations I did not. 

Mr. Worthington. That part of it you never reduced to writing 
at all? 

Mr. Walus. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Did .you communicate the substance of it to 
anv person before you took the stand? 

Mr. Wallis. Oh, yes, sir. I have frequently in conversation alluded 
to that 
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Mr. Wobthington. To whom have you communicated it! 
Mr. Wallis. Well, in general conversation; I could not say how 
many. 

Mr. Wobthington. You have told it to lots of people, gentiles and 
Mormons? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Wobthington. Out where you live! 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. How long ago did you begin telling about this? 

Mr. Wallis. Well, I could not say that, but almost any time the 
subject of Mormonism came up. 

Mr. Wobthington. Have you been telling about this out there for 
several years? 

Mr. Wallis. Well, no; not for several years. 

Mr. Wobthington. Several months? 

Mr. Wallis. Several months. 

Mr. Wobthington. A year? 

Mr. Wallis. I dare say; say about the time of the last meeting of 
this committee. 

Ijtfr. Wobthington. You told about it generally to people around 
there to whom you talked? 
Mr. Walljs. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Wobthington. Mormons and gentiles? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. Just what you told here? 

Mr. Wallis, Yes, sir; or words to that effect. I made one slight 
mistakeyestei-day. 

Mr. Wobthington. I suppose any witness has a right to correct 
mistakes. 

Hie Chairman. You can correct it if you desire. 
Mr. Wallis. In repeating the obligation of vengeance I found that 
I was wrong. 

The Chairman. I can not hear what j;ou say. Please stand up. 

Mr. Wallis. In repeating the obligation of vengeance X find I made 
a mistake; I was wrong. It should have been " upon this nation." I 
had it "upon the inhabitants of the earth." It was a mistake on my 
part 

Mr. Wobthington. When you told it to all of these other people 
in the last year did ^you always make that mistake or did you 1 tell it as 
you have now told it here? 

Mr. Wallis. As I have told it to-day. 

Mr. Wobthington. To whom did you tell it out there in that way? 
Mr. Wallis. I should not be so confused in private conversation as 
I might be here to-day. 
Mr. Wobthington. Let the reporter read the answer. 
The reporter read the answer. 

Mr. Wobthington. My question is to whom did you tell it? 

Mr. Walli8. Do you wish me to identify some one by name? 

Mr. Wobthington. Not some one, but everyone you can remem- 
ber to whom you told it out there. Mormons or gentiles. 

Mr. Wallis. I have spoken to Mr. Owen on the subject. 

Mr. Wobthington. Yes* I suppose so. Anybody else? 

Mr. Wallis. I could not call another one by name at the present 
time. But of course it is rather recent in that case. 
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Mr. Wobthtngton. Although you hare been telling it for a year, 
you say, out there to a great many people, you can not give us the 
name of a single person to whom you told it except that of Mr. Owen! 

Mr. Wallis. No, sir; I do not know that I could. I am not very 
good at remembering names. 

Mr. Worthington. Did Mr. Owen reduce what you said to writing 
in your presence ? 
Mr. Wallis. Not that I know of. 
Mr. Worthington. flow is that? 
Mr. Waixis. I do not remember him having done it 
Mr. Wobthington. Have you siged any statement- 
Mr. Wallis. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Of what you were to testify to? 
Mr. Wallis. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Has any written memorandum of it been shown 
to you at any time? 
Mr. Wallis. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. When did you find out you had made this mis- 
take which you are now correcting? 

Mr. Wallis. On -thinking it over last night. I read the paper, and 
I saw what I had said, and I knew then I was wrong. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you talked with anybody about it since 
you were on the stand ? 

Mr. Wallis. I mentioned it to Mr. Owen when I came in. 

Mr. Worthington. To Mr. Owen. You have not mentioned it to 
anybody else? 

Mr. Wallis. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. That is all we can go on with now, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Chairman. I wish to ask a question. You mentioned to Mr. 
Owen this morning the fact that you had made a mistake? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Will you repeat now the obligation as you remem- 
ber it. 

Mr. Wallis. "That you and each of you will never cease to impor- 
tune High Heaven for vengeance upon this nation for the bJood or the 
prophets who have been slain," That is as near as I can get at it; 
that is the substance of it. 

The Chairman. Do you gentlemen want this witness any further? 

Mr. Worthington. We may want him. I hope he will not be dis- 
charged. Let the stenographer read the obligation. 

The reporter read the obligation. 

Mr. Worthington. Was there anything in that obligation about 
inhabitants? 

Mr. Taylek. That was not all of the answer. Let the entire answer 

be rea? 1 

The reporter read as follows: 

"Mr. Wallis. ' That you and each of you will never cease to impor- 
tune High Heaven for vengeance upon this nation for the blood 01 the 
prophets who'have been slain.' That is as near as I can get at it; that 
is the substance of it." 

Mr. Worthington. Was there anything in that obligation about 
inhabitants? 
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Mr* Wallis. Nothing about inhabitants. I found I was wrong 
about that? 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Where did you see your testimony! 
•Mr. Wallis. In the Star last evening. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I wish you would think about this a little, and 
we may ask you later to give us the names of persons in your vicin- 
age to whom you have repeated this obligation, besides Mr. Owen. 

Mr. Walus. All right; I will see if 1 can remember them, or some 
of them. 

Mr. Worthington. Very well. That is all for the present, Mr. 
Chairman. We do not want this witness discharged. 

The Chairman. You will remain in the city, Mr. Wallis, until you 
are discharged; and the committee will now take a recess until 2 
o'clock, hoping that the witnesses will have arrived by that time. 

Thereupon (at 11 o'clock a. m.) the committee took a recess until 2 
o'clock p. m. 

The committee reassembled at the expiration of the recess. 
The Chairman. Mr, Tayler, who is your next witness? 
Mr. Tayler. August W. Lundstrom. 



TESTIMONY OF AUGUST W. LUKDSTEOM. 

August W, Lundstrom, having been duly sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows: 
Mr. Tayler. Where do you live? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Salt Lake City. 
Mr. Tayler. How long have you lived in this country! 
Mr. Lundstrom. Nearly sixteen years. 
Mr. Tayler. Where were you born? 
Mr. Lundstrom, In Sweden. 

Mr. Tayler. Were you a Mormon before you came to this country t 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. How long a time were you a Mormon in Sweden? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Six years. 

Mr. Tayler. And when you came to this country did you go directly 
to Utah? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. And to Salt Lake City! 
Mr. Lundstrom. No; to Ojrden. 

Mr, Tayler. Have vou lived anywhere else than in Utah? _ 
Mr. Lundstrom. I lived in Idaho six years. 
Mr. Tayler. What part of Idaho? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Bannock County, at a settlement by the name of 
Lund. 

Mr. Tayler. How far is that from the Colorado line? 
Mr. Lundstrom. I beg your pardon, the Utah line? 
Mr. Tayler. I mean the Utah line. 
Mr. Lundstrom. Sixty miles north. 

Mr. Tayler. What position did you hold in the church at any time? 

Mr. Lundstrom. I was a missionary before I came to this country, 
and as such I was an elder. After I came here 1 had different posi- 
tions, Among others I was a high priest, acting as bishop's councilor. 
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Mr. Tayler. Where were you bishop's councilor! 
Mr. Lundstrom. In Lund, Idaho* 
Mr, Taylbr. Did you have any such position in Utah? 
Mr. Lundstrom. No, sir; not as bishop's councilor. I had inferior 
positions there. 

Mr. Tayler. What inferior positions did you have and hold there! 
Mr. Lundstrom, I was ward teacher and Sunday-school teacher. 
Mr, Tayuqr. Did you go through the temple! 
Mr. Lundstrom, Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. Where? 

Mr. Lundstrom. In Salt Lake City; also in Logan. 

Mr. Tayler* How many times, in all, did you go through that 
temple, as that process is called? 

Mr. Lundstrom, Six davs, except the one day each time used for 
baptism. That would be eight days altogether. 

Mr. Taylbr. Where did you first go through the temple, at Salt 
Lake City or at Logan? 

Mr. Lundstrom. At Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Tayler. How many times in those six days did you go through 
the separate ceremony called the ceremony of the endowment house, 
or the endowment ceremony ? 

Mr. Lundstrom. I didn't understand your question. 

Mr, Tayler. Let me direct your attention, say, to the obligations. 
There are certain obligations taken in these ceremonies, are there not? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, 

Mr, Tayler. Oaths or obligations? 

Mr, Lundstrom. Yes. 

Mr. Taylbr. There is an obligation of sacrifice, is there! 

Mr, Worthington. 1 suggest, Mr. Chairman, that the witness 
should be asked what the ceremony is and should not be told. 

Mr. Tayler. I am not leading the witness at all. 

Mr. Worthington. I think that is very leading, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayusr, I am not trying to do that. I am only desiring to get 
along as rapidly as possible. 

Mr, Worthington. I object to getting along rapidly by telling 
the witness the answer that is desired. 

The Chairman. I did not understand Mr. Tayler to state what the 
answer was. 

Mr. Tayler, I did not, Mr. Chairman, but I would not offend any- 
body's sensibilities in this respect. 

The Chairman. I understood him to be calling the witness' atten- 
tion to one obligation if there was any such obligation. 

Mr. Worthington. He did not ask him if there was any such 
obligation, but said there was. 

Mr. Tayler. Nobody denies that there was such an obligation. 

Mr. Worthington. This witness has not said so. ^ 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you take an obligation in this ceremony! 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. How many times in your presence were these obliga- 
tions taken ? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Six times, 

Mr* Tayler. Is thetfe an obligation called the obligation of sacrifice? 
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Mr. Lundstbom. Yes, sir. 

Mt.-Tayleb. Is there an obligation called the obligation of ven- 
geance? 

Mr. Lundstbom. It is called retribution. 

Mr. Tattler. How many times did you take or hear taken the obli- 
gaton of sacrifice and the obligation of retribution! 
Mr. Lundstbom. Six times. 

Mr. Tayler. How long is required for the entire ceremony? 
J£r. Lundstbom. From six to seven hours, generally. It all depends 
on the crowd. 

Mr. Tayler. It depends on the number who take it at once? 
Mr. Lundstbom. i es. 

Mr. Tayler. How many have you seen going through the ceremony 
at once; how large a number? 

Mr. Lundstbom. I couldn't give the number for certain. 

Mr. Tayler. I mean was it Targe or small? Was it two or twenty 
or more? 

Mr. Lundstbom. Between thirty and fortv generally in a day. 

Mr. Tayleb. When did you go through this ceremony? 

Mr. Lundstbom. The first time in 18&, in August, and the second 
time I believe it^was in 1898, in Logan. 

Mr. Tayler. And you stated that you went through the ceremonv 
altogether six times. How many times did you go through in Salt 
Lake in 1894? 

Mr. Lundstbom. I went through four days, but one day was bap- 
tising. 

Mr. Tayleb. But the other ceremony? 
Mr. Lundstbom. Three days; that is all. 
Mr. Tayleb. And at Logan ? 
Mr. Lundstbom. The same. . 

Mr. Tayleb. At that time did you consider yourself a devout Mor- 
mon? 

Mr. Lundstbom. Yes; sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. And this ceremony, to you, was solemn? 
Mr. Lundstbom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. It was so felt by you to be during the entire time that 
it was carried on? v 
Mr. Lundstbom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. At what stage of the ceremony-^as to time, I mean- 
how near an approach to the end of the ceremony did you reach the 
obligation? Wnen was the first obligation taken? 
* Mr. Lundstbom. The whole proceeding is a series of obligations. 

Mr. Tayleb. How many different obligations are taken during the 
ceremony f 

Mr. Lundstbom. 1 can't give you the number now. 

Mr. Tayler, Can you recall what other obligations are taken— I 
mean by some descriptive word — besides the obligation of sacrifice 
land of retribution ? 

Mr. Lundstbom. Yes; the law of chastity, and others which I 
could not recollect just now. I can't remember them all. 

Mr. Tayleb. Which came first, the obligation of sacrifice or of 
retribution; do you remember? 

Mr. Lundstbom. The law of sacrifice came first 
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Mr. Taylbb, Was the obligation of retribution the last of the obli- 
gations that you took! 

Mr. Lundstrom. It was one amon^ the last 

Mr. Tayler. Can you state verbatim or in substance the obligation 
of sacrifice? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You may state what it was as you took it and heard it 

taken. 

Mr. Lun dstrom. " We and each of us solemnly covenant and promise 
that we shall sacrifice our time, means, and talents to the upbuilding of 
the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints." 

Mr. Tayler, That is all of it? 

Mr. Lundstrom. That is all that I can remember verbatim. 
Mr. Tatlbr. Was there anything more in substance to it? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Nothing essential. 

Mr. Tayler. Was the obligation of sacrifice, as you have given it 
to us, tafcen in the same words in all of the ceremonies that you passed 
through? 

Mr. Lundstrom. All the different times, you mean? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. The same in both temples. 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir* 

Mr. Tayler. On the different days? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Can you give us the obligation of retribution? 

Mr. Lundstrom. lean. 

Mr, Tayler. You may give that. > 

Mr. Lundstrom. " We and each of us solemnly covenant and prom- 
ise that we shall ask God to avenge the blood of Joseph Smith upon 
this nation." There is something more added, but that is all I can 
remember verbatim. That is the essential part. 

Mr. Tayler. What was there left of it? What else? 

Mr. Lundstrom. It was in regard to teaching our children and 
children's children to the last generation to the same effect. 

Mr. Tayler. Teach that obligation ? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Teach that obligation. 

Mr. Tayler. Was the obligation taken in both temples in the same 
words and on all of these days ? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You were, you have stated, at one time a priest and 
councilor to what— to the stake president? 

Mr. Lundstrom. No, sir; councilor to the bishop. 

Mr. Tayler. What were your duties and what did you do in the 
performance of them in your relation as the councilor to $he bishop, 
with the people under him? 

Mr. Lundstrom. My duty was to preach the gospel, or Mormomsm, 
we meant by the gospel, attend meetings and uphold the priesthood, 
go to priesthood meetings and take the instructions to the people. 

Mr. Tayler. What else? # 

Mr. Lundstrom. Well, to be assisting the bishop in hi3 office; to be 
his councilor. 
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Mr. Tatler, What did you hare to do with the people in respect to 
temporal affairs as distinguished from spiritual matters! 

Mr. Lun dstbohl Welly of course, to assist the bishop, whose dutyr 
it is to receive the tithings, and such other temporal work which is 
pertaining to the bishop, of course, because the councilor is his assistant 

Mr. Tatler. What temporal work was associated with the bishop's 
office besides receiving the tithings! 

Mr. Lundstrom. Oh, building meetinghouses or anything pertain- 
ing to the welfare of the church or of the ward, which occasionally 
wul come up. 

Mr. Tatler. What would you have to do with the personal tem- 
poral affairs of your people? 

Mr. Lundstrom. The personal temporal affairs we had to leave to 
each individual. 

Mr. Taylkr. What is that! 

Mr. Lundstrom. The personal affairs was left to each individual. 
Mr. Tatler. Did you have any trouble with the church Authorities? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Not exactly any trouble. 
Mr. Tatler. WeljL any difference? 

Mr* Lundstrom. The difference, of course, was because of myself. 

Mr. Tatler. Describe that and tell us all about it 

Mr. Lundstrom. I found inconsistencies in the doctrine — changes 
being made. I had become a Mormon because I thought it was the 
only true religion. I was sincere as long as I believed it to be the 
true church and being revealed from God; but when I found changes 
creeping in—later revelations, as they were called, being open contra- 
dictions to former revelations — I began to study a little closer, and in 
fact I found a weak point in the wall, and when I touched it it became 
a large enough hole so that 1 could crawl through. The foundation 
was not solid, so I left it My conviction that I had before fell 
through. Believing sincerely that it was the truth previously, 1 became 
just as well convinced after that it was not the truth. 

Mr. Tatler. Did you have any discussion of this subject with any 
of the authorities of the church? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes. 

Mr. Tatler. With whom? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Matthias Cowley and Louis S. Pond, especially. 
Mr. Tatler. Matthias Cowley is an apostle, is he? 
Mr. Lundstrom. He is one of the apostles. 
Mr. Tatler. Will you state what occurred between you and Cowley 
in this relation? 

Mr. Worthinoton. One moment Are we to go into the discussion 
between a member of the church who is about to leave it and one of 
the apostles, as affecting Mr. Smoot? 

The Aotino Chairman (Senator Overman). We have been rather 
liberal here in going into everything. 

Mr. Worthington. It is the rule of the committee, then, that 
everything may go in ? 

Mr. Taylbr. Ido not want to proceed uoon that theory. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I asked the question in order to know what may 
be done when our time comes. 

Mr. Tatler. That is all right. We propose to prove by this man 
the controversy with Apostle Cowley, who for the time being is not 
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discoverable and the importance of whose position is minimized as a 
mere apostle; but the discussion which this witness had with Apostle 
Cowley went to the very heart of this whole business of subordination, 
absolute control of the church over the mind and the deeds of its mem- 
bers* That was the subject. 

Mr. Wobthington, Is it intended to bring the conversation to the 
knowledge of Senator Sraoot? 

Mr. Tayleb. No, no. We are proving what it is this church stands 
for and what it actually does, and if Senator Smoot does not know it 
let him go on the witness stand and say so. \ 

The Acting Chairman. I think it is competent on that line. 

Mr. Tayleb. Tell us what occurred between you and Apostle Cowley. 
What was the nature of the discussion? What was the point of differ- 
ence? What did he claim was your duty as a Mormon respecting 
especially the subject of obedience, if he claimed anything or talked 
anything in that connection? 

Mr. Lundstbom. Well, at the time the controversy occurred, if a 
controversy it should be called, it was in regard to certain changes in 
regard to baptizing — rebaptizing— and at the time we could not agree 
on the argument. So Cowley, he asked me if I did not believe in the 
living oracles, and I said "I used to." He says, " Well, that is the 
wordof God. That is inspiration. That is revelation." Of course I 
could not be satisfied with that unless it corresponded with things 
previously taught. That is the substance of the conversation. 

Mr. Tayleb. What did he describe to you by the term "living 
oracles?" 

Mr. Lundstbom. Why, he meant the leaders of the church, the 
president and the apostles. 
Mr. Tayleb. What did he say respecting their authority over you? 
Mr. Lundstbom. How is that? 

Mr. Tayleb. What did he say respecting the authority of these liv- 
ing oracles upon you ? 
Mr. Wobthington. What, if anything. 

Mr. Tayleb. I will let you amend the question to that effect. What, 
if anything, did Apostle Cowley say? 
Mr. Lundstbom. He said, as I stated, that their word is revelation. 
Mr. Tayleb. What revelation? 

Mr. Lundstbom. The word of the living oracles is revelation; is the 
same as if God has spoken Himself, or has sent angels. The question 
was whether God had given any direct revelation since the days of 
Joseph Smith, and that was the answer I got; and the answer was 
similar from Louis S. Pond. Of course I was supposed to have taken 
his word, but I couldn't do that. 

Mr. Tayleb. His word about what? 

Mr. Lundstbom. About the doctrines in question that we were hav- 
ing the controversy over. 

. Mr. Tayleb. Doctrines that he did not claim were in the written 
revelations, but were supposed to be new revelations to the oraoles of 
the church. Is that what you mead? 

Mr. Wobthington. One moment, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayleb. I am asking if that is what he means. 

Mr. Wobthington. You ought to ask him if that is what the man 
said, not what he means. I object to the question, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Tayler knows very well that no court of justice would allow 
that question to be asked. He should inquire what this man said, not 
whether he did not say so and so. 

The Chairman. Mr. Tayler, I did not understand the question. 
Bid you ask what Mr. Cowley meant ? 

Mr. Van Cott. Let us have it read. 

The stenographer read as follows: 

"Doctrines that he did not claim were in the written revelations, 
but were supposed to be new revelations to the oracles of the church. 
Is that what you mean ?" 

Mr. Tayler. I think that is a proper question, considering what 
immediately preceded it. 

Mr. Worthington. Let us have read what preceded it This wit- 
ness has not shown the slighest disposition to be unwilling to state the 
conversation. Sometimes when a witness is unwilling to tell, you may 
lead him. This witness has not shown any disposition to keep back 
anything. 

Mr. Tattler. No; this is not a willing witness, Mr. Worthington. 
Mr. Worthington. If he is unwilling he has not shown it. 
The Chairman. If he states what Mr. Cowley said, why is not that 
sufficient? 

Mr. Tayler. We will see what it is he said before that 
The stenographer read as follows: 

"Mr. Tayler. What if anything, did Apostle Cowley say! 
"Mr. Lundstrom. Well, he said, as I stated/that their word is 
revelation. 
"Mr. Tayler. What revelation! 

"Mr. Lundstrom. The word of the living oracles is revelation, is 
the same as if God has spoken himself or has sent angels. The ques- 
tion was whether God had given any direct revelation since the days 
of Joseph Smith, and that was the answer I got; and the answer was 
similar from Louis S. Pond. Of course I was supposed to have taken 
his word, but I couldn't do that. 

"Mr. Tayler. His word about what? 

"Mr. Lundstrom. About the doctrines in question that we were 
having the controversy over. 

"Mr. Tayler. Doctrines that he did not claim were in the written 
revelations, but were supposed to be new revelations to the oracles of 
the church ? Is that what you mean ? " 

Mr. Tayler. The Chair will understand that it was the purpose to 
ascertain whether the discussion arose out of the binding force of the 
written revelations of the church or out of something that Apostle 
Cowley claimed were revelations made fro him or others who claimed 
to be the oracles of the church. The question is proper. 

Mr. Worthington. I understand that; but instead of asking the 
witness what was said, and letting the committee determine whether 
what he intended was one thing or the other, he put in the question 
exactly the phraseology he expects the witness to use. 

The Chairman. Your objection is that it is leading? 

Mr. Worthington. It is leading. Let him first ask the witness to 
state in his own way everything that occurred. 

Mr. Tayler. Were the revelations, whose binding force on you vou 
questioned, revelation appearing in the written works, or revelations 
which the apostles claimed to have been made to them? 
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Mr, Wobthtngton. I make the same objection to that question, and 
ask that the counsel be confined to asking the witness in the first place, 
at least, to state the substance of the entire conversation as he recol- 
lects it 

The Acting Chairman (Senator Overman). The Chair understands 
he has given the conversation. The witness can not state what Mr. 
Cowley or anybody else meant; but I think the last question asked is 
competent 

Mr. Tayler. Read the question, Mr. Stenographer. 
The stenographer read as follows; 

" Were the revelations whose binding force on you you questioned 
revelations appearing in the written works or revelations which the 
apostles claimed to have been made to them? " 

Mr. Lundstrom. The standard books of the church are to be fol- 
lowed, but the dead letter is sometimes misleading. Hence the livine 
oracles are supposed to explain and bring the spirit into the worn. 
Hence their word is of greater importance than the written word. 

Mr. Tayler. 1 think I understand you. 

Mr. Lundstrom. That is the way 1 understood it. 

Mr. Tayler. And that is what you were discussing with Apostle 
Cowley, was it! 

Mr. Lundstrom. No; the real subject of our conversation pertained 
to the ordinance of baptism; but of course that was from a scriptural 
standpoint and from the standard books, and this is the answer he 
gave me. When I brought up the question how things could be 
changed^ then he drew my attention to the fact that there were living 
oracles in the church to explain, and their word was the same as 2 
God had spoken. 

Mr. Tayler. I think that is all. 

The Chairman, Do you desire to ask any questions, gentlemen? 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Chairman, it is manifest in this case, as in 
the case of Mr. Wallis, that an intelligent cross-examination is im- 
possible without having some time to ascertain a matter as to which 
we know nothing now, and I would like to defer his cross-examination 
until to-morrow. 

The Chairman. The cross-examination of some other witness was 
deferred? 

Mr. Worthington. Yes; Mr. Wallis. We will be ready to go on 
with his cross-examination in the morning. 

The Chairman. Have you any other witnesses here, Mr. Tayler? 

Mr, Tayler. No^ Mr. Chairman; I believe we have nobody here 
ready to go on with. 

The Chairman, Mr. Lundstrom, I heard your statement as to the 
obligation taken in the endowment house. Do you understand me? 

Mr. Lundstrom. No; I don't hear exactly. 

The Chaibman. I heard your statement in regard to the obligation 
taken in the endowment house? 
Mr. Lunpstrom. Yes. 

The Chairman. And you gave that obligation as you now remem- 
ber it? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Did you take it more than once? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir; J took it six times. 

The Chairman. Did you hear it administered to others. 
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Mr. Lundotrom. At the same time it was administered to me it was 
was administered to about thirty or forty. 
The Chairman. Thirty or forty each timet 
Mr. Lundstrom. Each time. 
The Chairman. On six different occasions? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes. 

The Chairman. That is all. You have no other witness, Mr. Tayler ? 

Mr. Tayler. No, sir; we have no other here. They were sub- 
poenaed, as the chairman knows, between two and three weeks ago — 
that is, subpoenas were sent for them. It is possible a witness has just 
arrived, but I could not examine him without having some conversa- 
tion with him. 

The Chairman. Mr. Worthington, how is it in regard to the witness 
who was ill? 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Richards has seen him and has bad some 
conversation with Mr. Tayler about him, the purport of which was 
that it might be possible for him to be here to-morrow. 

Mr. Richards. His physical condition seems to be considerably 
improved this morning over what it was when I saw him on Sunday, 
and I reported that fact to Mr. Tayler. 

The Chairman. It is impossible for him to be here to-day f 

Mr. Richards. Yes, sir; and he desires to have the matter go over 
until to-morrow, to see what his condition is- 

The Chairman. These delays seem unavoidable. The committee is 
very anxious to get along with the case. We will adjourn until 
to-morrow morning at 10 o'clock. I hope witnesses will be here so 
that we can proceed. 

The committee (at 3 o'clock p. m.) adjourned until Thursday, 
December 15, 1904, at 10 o'clock a. m. 



Washington, D. C, December 16, 1904* 
The committee met at 10 o'clock; a. m. 

Present: Senators Burrows (chairman), McComas, Dubois and Over- 
man; also Senator Smoot: also R. W. Tayler, counsel for protestants; 
A. S. Worthington and Waldemar Van Cott, counsel for the respon- 
dent; and Franklin S. Richards, counsel for certain witnesses. 

The Chairman. Mr. Worthington, do you wish to cross-examine any 
of the witnesses? 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Van Cott wishes to ask a few questions of 
the witness who was on the stand yesterday afternoon. 

The Chairman. Mr. Lundstrom, will you please take the stand. 

TESTIMONY OF AUGUST W. IttJHDSTBOH — Recalled. 

August W. Lundstrom, having been previously sworn, was exam- 
ined and testified as follows: 

Mr. Van Cott. What age were you when you joined the Mormon 
Church in Sweden ? 

Mr. Lundstrom. I was 15 years old. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were you a missionary in Sweden! 

Mr. Lundstwom. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Van Cott. Too did some preaching there? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yew, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. What year was it that you joined the church f 

Mr* Lundstrom. 1888. 

Mr. Van Cott. When did you go to Utah? 

Mr. Lundstrom. 1889. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long did you stay in Ogdent 
Mr. Lundstrom. Six months. 
Mr. Van Cott. And then went to Idaho? 
Mr. Lundstrom. To Salt Lake. 
Mr. Van Cott. How long did you stay there? 
Mr. Lundstrom. I stayed there until 1895 and went to Idaho. 
Mr. Van Cott. And while you were in Ogden did you hold any 
ecclesiastical office? 
Mr. Lundstrom. None of any importance— teacher. 
Mr. Van Cott. Did you .in fMt Lake City? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. What office? 

Mr. Lundstrom. As a teacher and Sunday school teacher. 
Mr. Van Cott. Up to this time you were quite well versed in the 
Mormon doctrines, were you? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. When did you go to Lund, Bannock County, Idaho? 
Mr. Lundstrom. In 1895. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you soon become a counselor to the bishop? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. About five months after I came there 
the ward was reorganized and I became counselor. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long did you remain? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Four years. 

Mr. Van Cott. That would be about 1899. 

Mr. Lundstrom. I was a counselor till 1899. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was there any dissatisfaction on your part with the 
doctrines of the Mormon Churcn up to that time? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir; there was. 

Mr. Van Cott. When did it commence? 

Mr. Lundstrom. In 1898. 

Mr. Van Cott. That was when it first commenced? 

Mr, Lundstrom. Yes, sir. x 

Mr. Van Cott. Just what was your point with Apostle Cowley 
about that ordinance of rebaptism? 

Mr. Lundstrom. It was in regard to the discontinuance of rebaptiz- 
ing, which previously had been customary, when cases came up and 
rebaptizing was requested by parties; and at that time we received 
instructions not to rebapfcize any more. Hence, that was the first cause 
for my investigation in the direction which I followed after that. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was that the hole in the wall that you referred to 
yesterday? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes; the changes taking place in the church, that 
being one of the changes, and I considered it a weak place in the wall. 

Mr. Van Cott. What was the later revelation that you referred to 
that was creeping in and was contradictory to former revelations? 

Mr. Lundstrom. First of all was the manifesto. 1 considered that a 
revelation or a word spoken by the living oracle which was in contra- 
diction to the first revelation supposed to have been given to Joseph 
Smith commanding polygamy. 
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Mr. Yah Corr. And these differences continued from 1808 until 
1899! 

Mr* Lundsteom. Yes, sir. And it was about two years after I began 
my investigation, after the doubt had crept into my mind— it took 
about two years before 1 left the church. s • 

Mr. Van Corr. When did you leave it! 

Mr. Lundsteom. In 1901. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you then go to Salt Lake? 

Mr. Lundsteom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you formally leave the church! 
Mr. Lundsteom. I did. 
Mr. Van Cott. In 1901! 
Mr. Lundsteom. Yes*/ sir. 

Mr. Van Corr. In going through the temple at Salt Lake and at 
Ogden, did you regard it as a huge Joke or a vaudeville performance? 
jjr. LuNDSTnoM. No, sir: I took it very seriously. 
Mr. Van Cott. All the time? 
Sr. Lundsteom. All the time. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you ever go through and take endowments for 
No, sir, 

r AN Oott. Can a man do that! 
LdUnugswOm. JNo, sir. 
tr. Van Cott. I understood you to say that the obligation to which 
f&a referred was an obligation of retribution. Is that correct? 
Mr. Lundsteom. It is termed the law of retribution, 
^lltr. Van Corr. Is that obligation that you repeated to Mr. Tayler 
yesterday more than what is found in Revelations, chapter 6, verse 9? 

Mir, Lundsteom. Yes; it seems to be more definite, 
r. Van Cott. Is the name of Joseph Smith specifically mentioned? 
Mr. Lundsteom, That is as it appears to my memory. 
Mr. Van Cor^r. Is it your understanding- 
Mr. Lundsteom. Yes, 

Mr. Van Cott. Is it your understanding that Joseph Smith was 
meant, or was his name mentioned in the obligation? 
Mr. Lundsteom, I believe the name was mentioned, 
Mr. Van Cott. Are you certain ? 
Mr. Luitdsteom. Yes; I am. 
Mr. Vak Cott. H*at is all. 

Senator Dubois. When you were a Mormon in good standing, were 
you taught obedience to the leaders in temporal affairs as well as 
spiHtualaffairs! 

Mr. Lundsteom. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois* Could you have remained a good Mormon, or a 
Mormon in thorough fellowship, unless you had accepted the counsel 
of your superiors In regard to temporal— political— affairs as well as 
spiritual? 

Mr. Lundsteom. While I believed in the creed I always consulted 
the authorities in everything temporal as well as spiritual; and if 
I disregarded their counsel I would be considered as weak in the 
faith, not having the proper confidence in the authorities. 

Senator Dubois. What impression would it have had upon you— 
what impression would it have upon Mormons in good standing, for 
instance — if an apostle of the church who was a Democrat should 
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address the Mormons on a political proposition from a Democratic 
standpoint? 

Mr. Lundstbom. If I was a Republican I would still hold my views, 
but I should consider it proper to support him just the same, notwith- 
standing the fact that he had different political views. 

Senator Dubois. That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. While you were a member of the Mormon Church 
did you obey the laws of the land? 
Mr. Lundstbom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbb. You yesterday, and again to-day, referred to what you 
call the " law of retribution." It was a vow or obligation taken 
respecting.it at a certain point in the ceremony. 

£ LuIdstbom, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. I want to inquire if at any time afterwards in the 
ceremony any reference was again made to this law? 

Mr. Lundstbom. It was; toward the close of the ceremony, in what 
is called the u order of prayer." 

Mr. Tayleb. What was said then ? 

Mr. Lundstbom. The prayer was recited to us and we all repeated 
it as it was dictated to us, and among other things there was this 
clause: 

"We ask God, the Eternal Father, to avenge the blood of Joseph 
Smith upon this nation." 

Mr. Tayleb. If you can give us all of the prayer that relates to the 
obligation you had taken — it is brief — I wish you would give it to us. 

Mr. Lundstbom. I can not give it verbatim, but I can give the sub- 
stance of it. 

Mr, Tayleb. Give the substance. 

Mr. Lundstbom. " Oh, God! the Eternal Father, we ask Thee to bless 
Thy church, to bless Thy holy priesthood, and to bless us. and help 
us that we may be able to keep these covenants which we nave made 
and the obligations which we havq entered into this day. We ask Thee 
to bless all those who help to promote Thy work here upon the earth 
and that all who raise their hands against Thy church will be accursed. 
And we ask Thee, God, the Eternal Father, to avenge the blood of 
Joseph Smith upon this nation." 

That is about the substance of it. 

The Ohaibman. May I ask you who conducted the services of which 
you speak? 

Mr. Lundstbom. Men called from time to time to officiate, like on a 
mission in the Temple, for some period of time. 

The Ohaibman. Can you name any of them? 

Mr. Lundstbom. Yes; I can. At the time I went through it was 
Bishop Homney and Solomon. 

The Ohaibman. Do you remember anybody else? 

Mr. Lundstbom. Lorenzo Snow at the time was president of Salt 
Lake Temple. At the time 1 went through Logan, Marion Merrill was 
presiding there and conducted the sealing. 

The Ohaibman. He was an apostle? 

Mr. Lundstbom. Yes, sir. 

The Ohaibman. Did I understand you to say that Mr. Snow con- 
ducted the services? 

Mr. Lundstbom. He was president of the temple, and generally per- 
formed the sealing* 

S. Doc. 483, 69-1, vol 2 11 
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The Chairman. What was his position at that time; was he president? 
Mr. Lundstrom. He was an apostle then. 

The Chairman. Were the obligations or the covenants which y . u 
took attended with anv ceremonies? 
Mr. Lundstrom. llie which! 

The Chairman. The obligations to which you have referred. Were 
they attended with any ceremonies or any special forms 4 
Mr, Lundstrom. 1 do not quite understand the question. 
The Chairman. I will ask you the direct question. Was the viola- 
tion of these ordinances or covenants to be followed with any penalty; 
and if so, what? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. There are penalties for revealing or 
violating the covenants entered to. 
The Chairman. State what they are. 

Mr. Lundstrom. The penalty for revealing the tokens and violating 
any of the covenants are as follows: The first one is to have the throat 
cut from ear to ear. That is, we make the request there. I, August, 
ask that if I ever violate the covenant I enterea into this day or reveal 
these tokens, that my throat be cut from ear to ear. 

The Chairman. Go on. Give the others. 

Mr, Lundstrom. Another is that 1 make the request that if I vio- 
late the covenant or reveal the tokens that I have my breast cut asun- 
der and my vitals torn out. And the third is that my body be cut 
asunder and my entrails gushed out, making the same request every 
time. They are given at intervals, at different times. 

The Chairman. This request was in the first person! [A pause.] 
State the exact form in which the request was made. > 

Mr. Lundstrom. The oath is dictated by the party officiating and 
all present The whole congregation follow and repeat his words and 
execute the signs as one man. 

The Chairman. And repeating the words, do you use the first per- 
son, *' I promise ! w 

Mr. Lundstrom. "I;" each for himself. 

The Chairman. What was the date of the last ceremony of that 
character whfch you attended ! 

Mr. Lundstrom. That was in 1898, in Logan. 

The Chairman. In 1898! 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. In the temple at Logan! 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Who officiated, at that time ! 

Mr. Lundstrom. Apostle Merrill; that is, he was president of the 
temple. I do not know the parties who were assisting him. 

The Chairman. Apostle Merrill! 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir, 

The Chairman. Do you know where he is! 

Mr. Lundstrom. I do not know any more than he used to live in 
Cache Valley, in Richmond. 

The Chairman, Is he living! 

Mr. Lundstrom. For all I know. I had not heard of his death 
before I started on this trip. I heard he was sick. 

Mr. Worthinoton. He was subpoenaed, and it was reported that he 
was too ill to come. 

The Chairman. Yes. [To the witness.] Have you stated all the 
reasons why you withdrew from this organization in 1901? 
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Mr. Lunbotrom, I hare not; but the main reason, of course, was 
(hat I became in doubt of the. truthfulness of the doctrine,* and I con- 
sidered that a sufficient reason. Of course, I had many foundations 
t or my doubts. 

The Chairman. But that was the controlling reason? You spoke of 
the tokens. What doyou mean by that— revealing tok3ns? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Well, those are certain signs which are customary 
among secret societies. 

The Chairman. Was this ceremony of such a character as to impress 
you with the solemnity of it, or was it a joke, as it has been charac- 
terized? 

Mr. Lundstrom. For mv part, I took it seriously. I considered it 
sacred as long as I believed the doctrine to bo true. 
The Chairman. That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you tell any one in Utah about these penalties? 

Mr. Lundstrom. No, except to refer to them in my lectures occa- 
sionally; that is, to refer to some of them in order to illustrate my 
views on the subject. • 

Mr. Van Cott. Lectures against the Mormon Church? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And about how many of those lectures did you 
deliver? 

Mr. Lundstrom. I delivered four different lectures in Salt Lake, 
giving the reasons why I left the church. I considered it my duty. 
Mr. Van Cott. Where were they delivered? 
Mr. Lundstrom* In the Swedish Lutheran Church. 
Mr. Van Cott. In Salt Lake City? 
Mr. Lundstrom. In Salt Lake City. 
Mr. Van Cott. Those lectures were public, I suppose? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you refer to these penalties in those lectures? 
Mr. Lundstrom. I referred to them some. 

Mr. Van Cott. So that people generally who attended the meeting 
would know about them? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. About when were those lectures delivered? 
Mr. Lundstrom. It was in the winter of 1901 and 1902. The first 
meeting was the 6th of October, 1901. 
Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

Mr. Tayi/er, Did you publish in the Swedish tongue an account of 
these observances and ceremonies? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. About the same time— about 1901 or 1902? 

Mr. Lundstrom. No; later; a coupie of years later. 

Senator Dubois. Did any Mormon ever protest to you with respect 
to the accuracy of your description ? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Not the officials, but individuals not knowing the 
exact condition of the church, not being familiar with them. They 
used to call me a liar. That was true in regard to the revelation 
proposition. V 

Senator Dubois. Did they point out to you any inaccuracy in your 
statement ? Did any Mormon ever tell you where you were inaccurate ? 

Mr. Lundstrom. They have o ideavored to. 

Senator Dubois. And correct you? 

Mr. Lundstrom. They have endeavored to. 
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Senator Dubois. In writing or in conversation! 

Mr. Lundstrom. Both in writing and in lectures and in conversa 
tion. .. 

Senator Dubois. Were those communications signed in their official 
capacity in any way by anyone connected with the ceremony ? Did 
anyone who conducted the* ceremonies object to the inaccuracy and 
point out to you the misstatements- which you made? 

Mr. Lundstrom. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott, About how often was it said to you that you were 
untruthful? 
Mr. Lundstrom. I can not say, 
Mr. Van Cott. Many times? 

Mr. Lundstrom. No; I do not think it has been very many times. 
Mr. Taylbr. He did not say he was charged with being untruthful. 
Mr. Worthington. He said he was called a liar. 
Mr. Tayler. I know. 

Mr, Van Cott, Where were the articles, that were published circu- 
lated! 

Mr. Lundstrom. In Sweden. 

Mr. Van Cott. Any place else? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Oh, yes; a little in this country. 

Mr. Van Cott. In Utah ? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir, 

Mr, Van Cott. So that they would reach Mormons ? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were these penalties indicated in your pamphlet! 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. That would be about 1903 that they were circulated ? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Has your throat ever been cut? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Not yet. 

The Chairman. You said something about lack of faith in the mani- 
festo. What do you mean by that? You gave that as one of the 
reasons for severing your connection with the church ? 

Mr. Lundstrom. The reason was this. In the first revelation com- 
manding polygamy, it was stated that anyone to whom it is revealed 
must obey it or be damned, and now the manifesto doing away with 
it, I held that God had either changed His mind or else Wilford 
Woodruff had made a mistake or else the mistake was in the first 
place, and it made it just as bad one way as the other. 

The Chairman. So that the two revelations got you mixed up 
somewhat? 

Mr, Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you go into polygamy! 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Only to a certain extent. I had another wife 
sealed to me in the temple for eternity ; but I only had one wife in 
this life, but she was sealed to me for life and all eternity, although 
she was dead when 1 married 4ier. a 

Mr. Van Cott, So that as a matter of fact you were never a practical 
polygamist? 

a See proceedings at the afternoon session with respect to this answer. 
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Mr, Lundstrom. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. You did not obey the first revelation! 
Mr. Lundstrom. I did not. 
Mr. Van Cott. And you objected to the second? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Is there anything further wanted of this witness? 
Mr. Worthington. We should like to have this witness not dis- 
charged for the present. 
The Chairman. All right. Mr. Lundstrom, you will remain, 
Mr. Lundstrom. Verv well. 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Chairman, something was said here, as you 
will remember, about Mr. Nicholson, who has been subpoenaed here to 
produce certain records, and there was~some question about the state 
of his health. He is here. I have had some talk with Brother Tayler 
about it. Mr. Nicholson has produced a record. I have arranged 1 
with Mr. Tayler, if the chairman will concur, that the book shall 
remain in the custody either of Mr. Nicholson or of Mr. Reynolds, to 
be produced here whenever the counsel or the committee at any time 
want to have it. But it is to remain nominally in the custody of those 
parties. 

Mr. Tayler. , That is entirely satisfactory, so far as I am concerned. 
We do not want to take possession of the book, except for the pur- 
pose of this examination, I want to put Mr. Nicholson on the stand. 

TESTIMONY OF JOHN NICHOLSON, 

John Nicholson, being duly sworn, was examined, and testified as 
follows: 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Nicholson ? what official position do you hold in 
connection with the organization of the Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-Pay Saints? 

Mr. Nicholson. Do you mean what I am employed on! 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson. Chief recorder in the temple. 

Mr. Tayler. As chief recorder in the temple, in a general way, 
what are your duties? 

Mr. Nicholson. My duties are to take my part in the recording, 
and to see that those with me do the same. 

Mr. Tayler. What things are recorded or what transactions are 
recorded in the books in the temple? 

Mr. Nicholson. There is a record of all that is done; that is, so far 
a s "" " 

Mr. Tayler. What is done in the temple? I mean what results 
are there accomplished ? 
Mr. Nicholson. Marriage is one. 
Mr. Tayler. What else? 

Mr. Nicholson. There is a process they call the endowment 
Mr. Tayler. Called endowment? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes. Baptism is done. 
Mr. Tayler. Marriages, endowments, and baptisms? 
Mr. NICHOLSON. Baptism for the living and the.dead; the same with 
the other. 

Mr. Tayler. What is the purpose of the endowment ceremony; 
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that is to say, what is its spiritual purpose? Define it For instance, 
one ceremony results in marriage, and the baptism results in that 
which we understand by baptism* 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. What is the endowment! 

Mr. Nicholson. The endowment is the placing upon the individual 
of blessings that will be of benefit to him in this life and in the life of 
eternity. 

Mr. Tayler. The ceremony of endowment is not essential to men 
bership, is it? 

Mr. Nicholson. No, because it comes after membership. 
Mr. Tayler. Then it is a kind of a blessing or further santification 
of anybody who receives it ? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir; that is right. 
Mr. Tayler. That correctly describes it, does it? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes. 

Mr. Tayleb. It has no special character, like marriage or baptism? 
Mr. Nicholson. That is correct. There are details in it- 
Mr. Tayleb. Of course, I do not care about them. So that one who 

has taken what we may call the ordinance of endowment, if you name 

it such, is more thoroughly devoted to the church. 
Mr. Nicholson. And equipped. 

Mr. Tayler. And equipped. You mean equipped with the knowl- 
edge of obedience or by the spirit hand that is laid upon him in con- 
nection with it. 

Mr. Nicholson. It is by , the blessings that he recei ves. 

Mr. Tayler. Are there any other ceremonies that are-performed in 
the temple of which record is kept, or ever was kept? 

Mr. Nicholson. Any other ceremonies? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson. Let us see. I will have to think a minute; my 
memory is not very good. 

Mr. Tayler. Marriage, baptism, and endowments? 

Mr. Nicholson (after a pause). 1 can not think of anything else 
at the present time. If you call again on me, I may have it. 

Mr. Tayler. In the temple, therefore, a record is kept of all per- 
sons who ate there married, of all persons who are there baptized, and 
of all persons who there receive their endowments? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. And of those records, you are the custodian! 
Mr. Nicholson. No. 

Mr. Tayler. Who is the custodian of those records? 
Mr. Nicholson. Well, 1 could not say. I am simply the chief 
recorder and look after the work of my assistants and my own. 
Mr. Tayler. You are the chief recorder? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That is to say you are the chief recorder having 
charge of making the record? 
Mr. Nicholson. Making the record 
Mr. Tayler. Of all these? 

Mr. Nicholson, And, of course, we have the records. 
Mr. Tayler. The records are in your office? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, that is— in the temple; not in the office we use 
at all, except there is a place for the records to be put 
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Mr. Taylbr. If some official of the church for any purpose desired 
to know when a certain person took his endowments, you would (mow 
where to find it? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes. sir; that could be found. But unless it is 
clear that the individual is entitled to it, we do not ^ive it to him. 

Mr. Taylbr. I understand that I say if some official of the church 
in some official way. You do not freely give out all the knowledge 
that those records contain? 

Mr, Nicholson. No, we do not 

Mr. Taylbr. Are there in these books records of all the marriages 
and baptisms and endowments? 

Mr. Nicholson. Speaking of my own labors and position, yes. I 
know nothing about what was before that I am confining myself to 
the temple. 

Mr. Taylbr. I understand. 

The Chairman. I do not understand and I should like to know right 
here whether Mr. Nicholson is the keeper of all the records of the r 
temples, or of some one temple? 

Mr. Tatler. I was about to ask him that question. 

The Chairman. Very well. 

Mr. Taylbr. Are the records of any other than the Salt Lake temple 
in your possession, or in that temple! 

Mr. Nicholson. They are not in my possession, except 

Mr; Taylbr. Are they in that temple? 

Mr. Nicholson. In the temple there are some, but very little; they 
are remote. 
Mr. Taylbr. What is it ? 

Mr. Nicholson. They are remote; away back; that is, the records are. 

Mr. Tayl&u. Where are the records of the ceremonies or transactions 
prior to the opening of the temple ? 

Mr. Nicholson. I do not know where they are. I know where 
some of them are. 

Mr. Taylbr. Where are some of them? 

Mr. Nicholson. Some of them are in the temple. 

Mr. Taylbr. What ones are in the temple? 

Mr. Niohol8on. There are some of various kinds; I could not tell 
all; but I know that there were some taken there that had been in the 
Endowment House. 

Mr. Taylbr. Have you not had access from time to time to oxara- 
ine the records of marriages and baptisms and endowments covering 
a great period of years? 

Mr. Nicholson. Well sometimes people would come who had 
received the blessings that I have told you of- — - 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson* Who had forgotten the date and wanted to keep a 
record of what had been done by themselves, or unto themselves, 
and I have had them looked up by one of my assistants or myself. 

Mr. Taylbr. You find anything that is of record, do you not? If 
there had been a record made of it vou find it? 

Mr. Nicholson. Well, [do not know. I can not go beyond my 
position that I hold. 

Mr. Taylbr.' Who is there beyond you who has custody of the 
records? 

Mr. Nicholson. 1 do not have custody of the records. 
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Mr. Taylbb. Whoddeet 

Mr. Nicholson. Any more than I have to look after them, and see 
that they are not interfered with and that they are kept in order. 
That is all. 

Mr. Taylbb. So that thfcy are in your possession to that extent! 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, to that extent. 

Mr. Taylbb. No one else has possession of them to any such extent ? 
Mr. Nicholson. Not any farther: that is, that class I refer to; my 
associates. 

Mr. Taylbb. You are responsible for their safekeeping, are you 
not? 

Mr. Nicholson. I should say that would be required df me, but it 
has never been questioned. 

Mr. Taylbb. There is not anybody else who is chargeable for their 
safekeeping? 

Mr. Nicholson. No. It was never told me 

Mr. Taylbb. Oh, no. 

Mr. Nicholson. But I was just simply put in the position of chief 
recorder, and they participate in what I — - 
Mr. Taylbb. Who participate? 
Mr. Nicholson. They do what I want them to do. t 
Mr. Taylbb. Who; your assistants? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes; my assistants. 

Mr. Taylbb. Of course your assistants do not pretend to do what 
you do not want them to do? 
Mr. Nicholson. No. 

Mr. Taylbb. You are the chief of that branch and office* 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir; that is what I am; that is my office. 
The Chairman. These records, 1- understand, are kept permanently 
in the temple. 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes; kept there; quite a number of them are not 
filled* up. They have to be there when a record is to be placed on 
them. 

The Chairman. They are not removed from the temple and put 
somewhere else? 

Mr. Nicholson. Not that I know of. I know of nothing of that 
kind. 

Mr. Taylbb. Do you mean to say that records might be abstracted 
from your office and you not know it? 

Mr. Nicholson. No, I do not say that. I know they would not 

Mr. Taylbb. Are all the records there, or under your control there 
or here, that were ever in your control there? 

Mr. Nicholson. That are there now? 

Mr. Taylbb. Have you the same records now— 

Mr. Nicholson. We have the records of the marriages, for instance, 
which are kept there, and others, endowments; we have them. 

Mr. Taylbb. Have anv of them been taken away from there, or 
have you all you ever had? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, I have all; that is, from the beginning of the 
temple opening till I left. 

Mr. Taylbb. You do not know where the records of transactions 
prior to the temple opening are? * 

Mr. Nicholson. 1 have reason to believe that they were in the 
endowment house; some of them. 

Mr. Taylbb. The endowment house is not now in existence 9 
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Mr. Nicholson, No. 

Mr. Tatler. Whore are the records of the endowment house? 

Mr. Nicholson. The records of the endowment house are— some of 
them, at least — I do not know anything about any more than a number 
of them that are in the temple. 

Mr. Tatler. Where in the templet 
N Mr. Nicholson. On the shelves. 

Mr. Tatler. I mean they are not in any place that it is forbidden 
to you to. go. They are along with the other records that you use? 

Mr. Nicholson. &o, not entirely; no* 

Mr. Tatler. Tell us about where they are? 

Mr. Nicholson. They are not far away. 

Mr. Tatler. They are where you can reach them ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. I have really nothing to do with them 
except — — 

Mr, Tatler. Who does have? 

Mr. Nicholson. I do not know that there is anvbody particularly. 
They were put there to be placed, because it was the handiest place to 
put them. 

Mr. Tatler. When vou are in your office there is no physical bar- 
rier between you and these records of the endowment house? 

Mr. Nicholson. No; there would be nobody come and kick me out 

The Chairman. As I understand, you have access to them? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes. I can not say otherwise, because I can go 
right to them* You understand what I mean. 

Mr. Tatler, You say that you give information respecting these 
records to all persons wno are entitled to receive it? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes— that is, people whose work it is that has been 
done. That is the one class to get them. 

Mr. Tatler. Would yott refuse to give to a person who had been 
married in the temple information respecting the date of that mar- 
riage as shown by your records ? 

Mr. Nicholson. No; I would not object at all. I have done it. 

Mr. Tatler. I wish you would look at that letter [handing witness 
letter] and tell me, Miv Nicholson, if it is yours. 

Mr. Nicholson (after examining letter). Yes, sir; that is my 
writing. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you know to what that refers? 
Mr. Nicholson. No; I can not remember it at all 
Mr. Worthington. Let me look at the letter. 
Mr. Tatler. Yes [to the witness]. And this letter [handing wit- 
ness a letter]? 

Mr. Nicholson (after examining letter). Yes; that is my writing. 
Mr. Tatler. Do you recall anything about the subject of the letter? 
Mr. Nicholson. 1 really can not. I do not have any recollection 
of it 

Mr. Tatler. Do you remember a request made by a Mrs. Watson 
for a certificate of her marriage? 

Mr. Nicholson. No; I do not remember it 

Mr. Worthington. Let me see the other letter. 

Mr. Nicholson. 1 do not remember it but these are my letters. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you remember that she called upon you? 

Mr. Nicholson. lean not remember at all. I knowone Mrs. Watson, 
but this is not the one. 

Mr* Tatler. I want to read these two letters, instead of going to 
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the trouble of having them printed separately, which Mr, Nicholson 
has identified as having been written by him. 

The Chairman. Proceed, 

Mr. Wobotnotqn. What is the pertinency of it! 

Mr, Tayler. I think they disclose their pertinency intrinsically. 
We may have some other proof to offer about it, and I am going to 
ask the witness one or two questions about it 

The Chairman. Go ahead* 

Mr, Tayler. The letter is as follows: 

Salt Lake Temple, 
Salt lake City, Utah, August 81, 1903. 

Sister Helen Watson. 

Dear Sister: Before issuing the certificate for which you make 
application it will be necessary for you to call and see me personally. 
Xou can find me at the temple. 

Yours, respectfully, John Nicholson, 

The Chairman. What is the date of the letter! 

Mr. Tayler. August 81. 

Mr. Worthington. 19081 

Mr. Tayler. 1908. The next letter is as follows: 

Salt Lake City, 

lMh September, 1908. 
Mrs, Helen E. Watson, t 

Dear Sister: After careful consideration of your request I deem 
it inadvisable to issue the document to which your communication 
refers. 

Yours, respectfully, John Nicholson. 

Have you any idea what certificate it was that she wrote about and 
what document it is that you thought inadvisable to issue? 

Mr. Nicholson, I have not the slightest idea. I do not recollect. 

Mr. Tayler. Would you have refused to issue to Mrs, Helen E. 
Watson a certificate of her marriage? 

Mr. Nicholson. Would I have refused it? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson. It depends. Is it a marriage! 
Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Nichoi^on. Marriage? Would I have done it! 
Mr. Tayler. Yes, 

Mr. Nicholson. I have no recollection of ever doing it 
Mr. Tayler, 1 say would you refuse a woman a certificate of her 
marriage? 

Mr. Nicholson. I might do it under some conditions, but I can not 
tell what they might be. 

Mr, Tayler. You can not now conceive of conditions under which 
you would refuse? 

Mr. Nicholson. No; I can not. 

Mr. Tayler. You say you might refuse. Could you conceive of a 
situation that would make It improper or inadvisable for you to issue 
to a woman a certificate f rbm your records showing that she was married, 
unless it was that she was crazy* or was persistently asking you for 
fresh certificates every day, or something of that sort! 
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Mr. Nicholson. I hardly think I would. But I have no conception 
of it at all , 

Mr. Tatleb. You have no notion as to what was the reason which 
induced you to say to her that you deemed it inadvisable to issue itf 

Mr. Nicholson. I have not any idea of it I do not know why it was. 

Mr. Tatleb. You were served with a subpoena duces tecum, caning 
upon you to bring with you 

Mr. Wobthington. He has the subpoena. It had 'better speak for 
itself. 

Mr. Nicholson. I have it in my pocket. 1 think it is here [pro- 
ducing subpoenal. 

Mr. Tatleb. Let me see it. [After examining subpoena.] It says: 

*' All of the temple records in your possession or under your control 
or of which you are in custody, or over which you have any authority, 
pertaining or in any manner relating to marriage ceremonies performed 
in the endowment house and in the temple of the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter Day Saints in the city of Salt Lake, Utah." 

Did you bring those records with you? 

Mr. Nicholson. No, sir; I can not 

Mr. Tatleb. Why not? 

Mr. Nicholson. I have no authority to do so. 

Mr. Wobthington. He does not understand the question fully. 
He has one of the records right here. 

Mr. Tatleb. I understand that. 1 think he understands the ques- 
tion. The subpoena calls for all the temple records, and he says he 
did not bring all of the temple records pertaining to that subiect. [To 
the witness.] You did bring one record? 

Mr. Nicholson. 1 did bring one record. 

Mr. Tatleb. We will speak about that in a moment. But you did 
not bring all of the recoras. 

Mr. Nicholson. I brought one that has one subject. 

Mr. Wobthington. The subpoena applies only to records of marriage 
ceremonies. 

Mr. Tatleb. Precisely. 

Mr. Nicholson. That is the only one I brought. 

Mr. Tatleb. Did you bring all of the temple records that are there 
pertaining or relating in any manner to marriage ceremonies? 

Mr* Nicholson. This comprehended every one that has been done 
in the temple. 

Mr. Tatleb. Or in the endowment house? 

Mr. Nicholson. No; I have no control over them whatever, to give 
any person the records. 

Mr. Tatleb. They are there on the shelves, you said, near the place 
where the other books are? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes; but the authority has never been given me to 
take them out. 

Mr. Tatleb. It is there with the others? 

Mr. Nicholson. With the others? 

Mr. Tatleb. Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson. Weil, it is in close proximity to them, 

Mr. Tatleb. In whose custody are they ? 

Mr. Nicholson. I really coula not say whose custody. 

Mr. Tatleb. If 1 should walk into your office and puss back to the 
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place where these endowment house records are, of course you would 
not interfere with my taking them and carrying them away! 

Mr. Nicholson. I would not? 

Mr. Tayler. Would you? 

Mr. Nicholson. Certainly I would. I would let you know it pretty 
sharp, too. 

Mr. Tayler. I have no doubt at all about it. And yet you have 
not any authority over them or any custody of them. 

Mr. Nicholson. I would take it. I am right in the temple, and 
when 1 see a thing that is not proper I intercede. 

Mr. Tayler. Exactly. I have no doubt at all about it. 

Mr. Worthington. It is a man's duty to prevent the commission of 
an offense whether he is especially in teres tea or not. 

Mr. Tayler. I think Mr. Nicholson's sense of duty would arise 
from a higher point of view than that. 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, certainly. 

Mr. Tayler. He would do what any of us would do under such 
circumstances. 
Mr. Nicholson. That is it. 

Mr. Tayler. What is the book that you brought with you? 

Mr* Nicholson. The book is the record of every marriage from the 
opening of the temple on May 23, 1893, to the present. 

Mr. Tayler. Marriages not solemnized in the temple are not 
recorded— or a record of them is not made — in that book? 

Mr. Nicholson. Where it is done they have records, I presume. 
[A pause.] No, it goes into the temple. 

Mr. Tayler. How is it? 

Mr. Nicholson. It comes into the temple. They have to come there 
to be married, to be placed on the records we have there. 

Mr. Tayler. To illustrate by a mere example, Mr. Brigham H. 
Roberts testified that he was married by Daniel H. Wells, at Mr. Wells's 
son's house, perhaps, some place in the city of Salt Lake. A marriage 
solemnized fn such a place would not be recorded in the temple 
records? '.. 

Mr. Nicholson. 1 think not. I do not know anything about things 
of that kind. ' 

Mr. Tayler. What I mean, do you make a record in the temple 
records of marriages that are solemnized outside of the temple? 
Mr. Nicholson. No. 

Mr. Tayler. It is only when persons 

Mr. Nicholson. That is, it has not come under my observation. 

Mr. Tayler. Your understanding of the record of marriages which 
is in the temple and in your charge, and of the particular one which 
you brought with you, is that it contains the record of marriages only 
of those people who were physically in the temple and there a mar- 
riage ceremony was performed between them? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. That is your understanding? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes. That is what we have in this book and noth- 
ing more, that I know of. 

for. Ta'tlee. And everybody wbose name appears in that book as 
having been married was married in the temple there? 

Mr. Nicholson. In the temple, yes. There is no record of it except 
it if dona there, so far as I know* 
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Mr. Tayleb. I think that is all 
Mr. Wobthington. Mr. Nicholson- 
Mr. Tayleb. This book is here for our examination? 
Mr. Wobthington. Under the arrangement that has been made and 
announced. 
Mr. Tayleb. Very well. 

Mr. Wobthington. Mr. Nicholson, are you in a good state of health 
now? 

Mr. Nicholson. No, sir; I have been ill to some extent for about 
five months. 

Mr. Wobthington. Without going into the details, has the illness 
from which you suffer affected your memory at times? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir; particularly my memory. I used to 
remember everything, nearly. 

Mr. Wobthington. You nave been asked about the particular case 
of Mrs. Watson. Do you remember anything about refusing to give 
a certificate of marriage, which was recorded in the temple, to one of 
the parties to the marriage on application? 

Mr. Nicholson. No; fdo not remember anything of the kind. 

Mr. Wobthington. During your time in the temple, when parties 
come there to be married, is there anything that you require or them 
before the ceremony is performed ana a record made of it? 

Mr. Nicholson. We ask them all the details of their situation, and 
if it is not what is necessary they are not married. 

Mr. Wobthington. Let me direct your mind particularly to what 
I want to get at. Do you have any requisite in reference to a license? 

Mr. Nicholson. They all have to bring licenses. 

Mr. Wobthington. Just explain what you mean by a license. 

Mr. Nicholson. A license is a legal certificate snowing that the 
persons may be married. 

Mr. Wobthington. It is the form of license which, after having 
been issued and after the marriage has taken place and the certificate 
filled in, is recorded in the proper probate office? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. There is a duplicate of all that is done in 
this book. 

Mr. Wobthington. So far as you personally know, and so far as 
you believe, is there any marriage recorded in this book, or has any 
marriage been performed in the temple since it was opened, except 
where a license was issued under the law and exhibited to the officials 
of the temple at the time? 

Mr. Nicholson. I am satisfied beyond any doubt whatever, because 
I have never seen it, I have never found it. Every one has had a 
license-every one. 

Mr. Wobthington. You speak of your subordinates. How many 
of them have to do with the recording of these marriage certificates? 

Mr. Nicholson. Only one. 

Mr. Wobthington. Who is he? 

Mr, Nicholson. Duncan M. McAllister. 

Mr. Wobthington. Has he been there as your assistant during all 
the time the temple has been in existence? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. And has he alone the duty of entering these 
certificates in the book you have produced? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. WoRTmNGTON. Is it in the same room you occupy, or is it in 
an adjoining room? 
Mr. Nicholson. In the same room. 
Mr. Worth ington . Under your supervision ? 
Mr. Nicholson. Under my supervision. 

Mr* Worthington. Are the marriage ceremonies which are per- 
formed in the temple for time or for time and eternity only? 
Mr. Nicholson. Time and eternity. 

Mr. Worth ington. Is any marriage ceremony performed there 
which is for time only? 

Mr. Nicholson. No; 1 have not come across anything of the kind 
at all. 

Mr. WpRTHiNGTON. Have you known or heard of any case since 
the temple was opened in which there was a marriage ceremony for 
time and eternity which took place outside of the temple in Salt Lake 
City? 

Mr. Nicholson. I do not know anything about matters of that 
kind. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you known or heard of any such cere- 
mony being performed except at one of the temples? 

Mr. Nicholson. Only at the temple. I do not know about any- 
thing else. I center on that. 

Mr. Worthington. In this book is any record kept of the marriage 
ceremony itself, what is said at the time of the ceremony? 

Mr. Nicholson. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. That is not a matter of record? 
Mr. Nicholson. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. It appears that the endowment house was taken 
down in 1890, 1 believe? 

Mr. Nicholson. I think that was the time it was taken down. 

Mr. Worthington. It was several years before the temple was 
opened? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes. sir; several years. 

Mr. Worthington. Now, were there any marriages which took 
place in that jurisdiction for time and eternity during that interval 
when there was neither an endowment house nor a temple? 

Mr. Nicholson. I do not know of anything. I had nothing to do 
with the endowment house whatever. 

Mr. Worthington. I am speaking of the time after the endowment 
house was taken down and before the temple was opened. 

Mr. Nicholson. I do not know of anything of that kind that was 
done. It might have been done, but I knew nothing about it. 

Mr. Worthington. Suppose during those years, from the time 
the endowment house was taken down until the temple was opened, 
some of your members in Salt Lake City—a couple— desired to be mar- 
ried for time and eternity. During that time, do you know what was 
required of them; where they had to go? Do you know whether they 
haa to go to one of the other temples to be married, during that time? 

Mr. Nicholson. I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. Worthington. You do not? 

Mr. Nicholson. No. 

Senator McComas. Under the rule of your faith, if yon could, 
would you decline to repeat the endowment oath? 
Mr. Nicholson. Do what? 
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Senator McComas. Would you decline to repeat the oath in the 
endowment ceremony! 

Mr. Nicholson. It is a covenant; yes, sir; 1 should not repeat it 
[ would not do it. 

Mr. Worthington. He has not been asked any question on that 
subject 

Senator McComas. Could you, if you were at liberty, repeat it? I 
do not ask you to do it. 
Mr. Nicholson. I could not. 
Senator McComas. You could not? 

Mr. Nicholson. Not at present. I have not fixed it on my memory. 
It was not necessary. 

Mr. Worthington. We should like to have this witness retire, and 
Mr. Reynolds, who is here, sort of taking care of him in his illness, 
will take care of the book. 

Mr. Tatler. Mr. Nicholson, where, for instance, would be the 
book containing the record of your own marriage? 

Mr. Nicholson. My own marriage? 

Mr. Tatler. Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson. That would be in the endowment house; yes. 
Mr. Tatler. Of course it would not be in the endowment house 
building. There is no such building now, is there? 
Mr. Nicholson. No; but there was when I was married. 
Mr. Tatler. Yes; I understand. Where is the record now? 
Mr. Nicholson. I do not know where it is. 

Mr. Tatler. Is it in your office there somewhere with these other 
records? . 
Mr. Nicholson. It may be, but I have never seen it. 
Mr. Tatler. You have had no occasion to look at it? 
Mr. Nicholson. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. But you presume it is there with the others? 
Mr. Nicholson. I should say so. 

TESTIMONY OF J. H. WALLIS, SR. — Recalled. 

J. H. Walu8, Sr., having previously been sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows: # 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Wallis, yesterday, when vou were leaving 
the stand, I asked you to see if you could recall the names of any 
other persons than that of Mr. Owen to whom you had repeated the 
alleged covenant that you said was taken and the penalty that was 
prescribed. 

Mr. Wallis* Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Can you tell me now of any person? 
Mr. Wallis. I had spoken to Doctor Paden, of the Presbyterian 
Church. 

Mr. Worthington. The Presbyterian Church where? 
Mr. Wallis. Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Worthington. When did vou first tell him about it? 
Mr. Nicholson. I could not inform yoi . a few months back. 
Mr. Worthington. As nearly as you can fix it? 
Mr. Wallis. Two or three months, possibly. 
Mr. Worthington. Did you tell him in substance what you have 
told us? 
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Mr. Walus. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. Did you or did he reduce your statement to 
writing? 

Mr. Willis. I do not believe be did. 
Mr. Wobthington. You did not? 
Mr. Walus. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Wobthington. And if be did. you did not see him do it? 
Mr. Wallis. No, sir. If he did, it was after I left him. 
Mr. Wobthington. Is that the only name you can recall of persons 
to whom you made this communication besides Mr. Owen ? 
Mr. Wallis. Rev. A. G. Christianson. 

Mr. Wobthington. When did you communicate this alleged infor- 
mation to him ? 

Mr. Wallis. Somewhere about the same time it would be; about 
the time that it was talked over last winter's session of this committee. 

Mr. Wobthington. Were the two gentlemen together when you 
made the communication, or did you give it to them at different times 
and places? 

Mr. Wallis. At different times, and separately. 
Mr. Wobthington. Was your statement to Mr. Christianson reduced 
to writing by you or by him in your presence? 
Mr. Walus. Neither of us. , 
Mr. Wobthington. Can you recall anybody else? 
Mr. Walus. Rev. W. R. Holway* 

Mr. Wobthington. When did you make the communication to him ? 

Mr. Walus. All about the same time, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. Can you recall anybody else? 

Mr. Walus. Yes* sir. lean noL in this instance, give the initials. 
It was agentleman oy the name of Hedrick, of Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Wobthington. What is Mr. Hedrick's business, if he has any? 

Mr. Walus. He is janitor of the Seventh Day Adventist Church. 

Mr. Wobthington. I merely wanted to identify him. When did 
you make the communication to him? 

Mr. Wallis. All about the same time. 

Mr. Wobthington. Can you recall anybody else to whom you gave 
this information? 
Mr. Wallis. There are one or two belonging to the same church. 
Mr. Wobthington^ Give us their names. 

Mr. Walus. I do not know that I can recall their names properly. 

Mr. Wobthington. Give us their names as well as you can. 

Mr. Walus. There were, of course, a quantity more, but those are 
the only names I have been able to recall. 

Mr. Wobthington. As to these ministers to whom you made the 
communication; did you make to it them more than once? 

Mr. Wallis. Did I what? 

Mr. Wobthington. Did you make this revelation more than once? 

Mr. Walus. I have spoken on the subject a number of times, but I 
do not know that I went through that ceremony more than once. 

Mr. Wobthington. I am asking you only about communications 
that you made to others with respect to this ceremony. 

Mr. Walus. I think possibly once in each instance. 

Mr. Wobthington. Why was it that you could not remember 
yesterday the names of any of these gentlemen which you have given 
to-day? 
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Mr. Wallis. I had not studied the matter at all I did not know 
that 1 would be asked such a question. 

Mr. Wobthington. As to all of these men you have said that you 
made the communication a few months ago. 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington, Yesterday, or the day before, you said you had 
been telling a great many people about this for nearly a year. Can 
you remember any of the persons to whom you made the communica- 
tion longer ago than two or three months? 

Mr. Wallis. No, sir; 1 can not remember them further back, 

Mr. Wobthington. I neglected to ask you the question which I put 
to another witness. Has your throat ever been cut? 

Mr. Wallis. Well, not yet. 1 have had one rib broken. I do not 
know whether that bad anvthing to do with it. 

Mr. Wobthington. Hao 1 what? 

Mr. Wallhi, One rib broken by being knocked down on the main 
street of Salt Lake City. I do not know whether it had anything to 
do with it. 

Mr. Wobthington. If you have any information on the subject we 
shall be glad to get it. 

Mr. Wallis. I should havo gone into the matter if I had known 
who he was. 

Mr. Wobthington. Have you ever been arrested at any time? 

Mr. Wallis. Been what? 

Mr. Wobthington. Been arrested? 

Mr, Wallis. No, sir; not to my memory. 

Mr. Wobthington. Do you think you might have forgotten that! 
Mr. Wallis. Hardly. 

Mr. Wobthington. I wanted to know. Have you had any diffi- 
culty out there with reference to a charge of having set tire to your 
shop or some building? 

Mr. Wallis. No, sir; never. 

Mr. Wobthington. Have you had any difficulty of that kind grow- 
ing out of a charge that you made against somebody else out there of 
setting his own place on fire ? 

Mr. Wallis. There was a. store set on fire in close proximity to me, 
about the distance of from here to the wall [indicating]. I made no 
charge. 

Mr. Wobthington. You made no charge? 

Mr. Wallis. None at all. My building escaped fire, and so I took 
no notice of it. 

Mr. Wobthington. Did you not charge a man with having set fire 
to it? 

Mr. Wallis. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Wobthington. When was the occasion when your rib was 
broken in Salt Lake City ? 
Mr. Wallis. That would be as near twelve months ago as possible. 
Mr, Wokthington. You then lived in Salt Lake City ? 
Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir; I have lived there since 1893—1892 or 1893. 
Mr. Wobthington. Was it daylight or darkness? 
Mr. Wallis. Daylight. 
Mr. W«: rthington. On the main street? 
Mr. Wallis. On the main street. 
Mr. Wobthington. \Vas it the result of a fall! 

S. Doc. 486, m-l, vol 2—12 
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Mr. Waixis. No; it was a blow that I got that altered the shape of 
my physiognomy for some little time. 

Senator McComas. If you intend to refer to it again, I suggest that 
you give the name of the person against whom he made the charge and 
to whom, and the time and place, so far as you can and if you can. 

Mr. Wobthington. The Senator will perceive that a cross 
examination of this kind here, at such distance from the scene, is 
attended with very great difficulty. 

Senator MoComas. Certainly. 

Mr. Worthington. I never heard of the man until he was put on 
the stand. 

Senator MoComas. You have given all you know about it. 

Mr. Worthington. Yes, sir. [To the witness]. Are you still con- 
nected with the Mormon Church? 

Mr. Wallis. Oh, no; at least so far as I know, I am not. 1 gave 
notice to the bishop of my withdrawal. 

Mr. Worthington. You gave notice of your withdrawal? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. I have heard nothing further about it. 

Mr. Worthington. When did you do that? 

Mr. Waixis. That will be over twelve months since. I did not 
keep any record of the date. 

Mr. Worthington. Was it before or after you began making these 
revelations about this ceremony ? 

Mr. Wallis. It was about the same time, I reckon, that 1 began 
talking a a good bit about it. 

Mr. Worthington. Was your withdrawal in writing?" 

Mr. Waixis. No, sir. v J 

Mr. Worthington. You just verbally informed the bishop? 

Mr. Waixis. Yes, sir. The bishop met me and asked me the ques- 
tion, and I told him yes, I had withdrawn from all connection with 
them. 

Mr. Worthington. Is that what vou call your withdrawal? 
Mr. Waixis. Yes, sir. He was the bishop and had command of the 
ward. 

. Mr, Worthington. Has the church ever taken any action against 
you, so far as you know? 

Mr. Waixis. No, sir; not so far as I am aware of. 

Mr. Worthington, Unless that constitutes a withdrawal you are 
still a mem ber of the church ? 

Mr. Waixis. Yes; I suppose my name would still be on the books. 
I do not know. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Wallis, I do not think we understand the matter 
being brought out. What kind of an assault was it that was made 
upon you? 

Mr. Wallis. A man struck me with his clenched fist right on the 
forehead. I was taken home smothered with mud and blood, and 
knew nothing further about it 

Mr.. Tayler, You do not know who it was that hit you ? 

Mr. Waixis. No, sir; I had a suspicion. The policeman said -he 
chased him for about a block, but could not catch him. 

Senator McComas. Do you pay your tithes to the church now? 

Mr. Waixis. No, sir. 

Senator McComas. Have you any connection with the church? 
Mr, Wallis. No, sir. I have never paid them. That was my actual 
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withdrawal from the church, 1 went and paid 12.75 to the bishop's 
wife, and I never could get any account of it. I said I would not pay 
any moire* 

The Chairman. My recollection is that you said you regarded thi& 
ceremony, which has been described, as«a sort of a joke. Wliat was 
there in it that made you think it was mere play? 

Mr. Wallis. That was hardly the expression I should have used, 
but 1 meant I regarded it lightly— that I did not take it during the 
latter part of the time as being anything rather sacred; and I had a 
reason for that which caused me first to stop goi rig to the temple. If 
you do not mind me telling you, as it has not been brought out by the 
different counsel, I will do so. 

J had a disagreement with my second son and I found that Mr. 
Nicholson had violated t|ie secrecy of the temple by giving him infor- 
mation of all the work I had done, which is supposed to be sacred — 
all of the endowments, marriages, and everything I had done there. 
My son used it against me. 

The Chairman. Then when you said you regarded it as a joke you 
meant by that that it was not sacred? 

Mr. Wallis. I did not regard it as at all sacred. That is my mean- 
ing. 

Mr, Worthington. Wiry did you volunteer the statement that you 
looked upon it as a vaudeville performance? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes; something of that sort. It is a performance of 
a sort. 

Mr. Worthington. When you go to see a vaudeville show do you 
regard it as sacred ? 

Mr. Wallis. No, sir; but there is supposed to be something sacred 
in the covenants of the temple. 

Mr. Worthington. That is what I thought until you spoke, 

Mr. Tatler. You regarded these ceremonies differently during the 
latter period of time that you were taking them from what you did 
before in the earlier periods? 

Mr. Wallis. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Worthington. But you kept on taking them. You did not 
sever your relations with the church until Mr. Nicholson, as you 
thought, gave out something that you thought he should not have 
given out? 

Mr. Wallis. That is when I gave it up. 

Mr. Worthington. If he had not, you would be at it still? 

Mr. Wallis. I do not fancy I would, because I had very nearly 
exhausted the list of parties I had to go through for. 

The Chairman. Is that all? 

Mr. Tayler. I do not know whether the cross-examination of wit- 
nesses has been concluded. Is there anybody you want to cross-examine, 
Mr. Worthington? 

Mr. Worthington. No; we are through. 

The Chairman. Stand aside, Mr. Wallis. 

Mr. Tatler. We are not quite ready to go on now. We should 
like to look at the record which is here. 

Thereupon (at 11 o'clock and 40 minutes a. m.) the committee took a 
recess until 1.30 o'clock p. m. 

The committee reassembled at the expiration of the recess. 

Mr. Tayler. I will ask Mr. Lundstrom to take the stand again. 
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T18TIX01Y 07 AUGUST W. LUHDSTKOM- ContiamaA. 

August W. Lundstrom, having been previously sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows: . ,» ..... 

Mr. Tayleb. I desire, Mr. Lundstrom, to have a correct under- 
standing of what you meant to Bay this morning in connection with 
your statement that you had married a plural wife. I ask it because 
the interpretation put upon it by some person who heard it was differ- 
ent from mine. My understanding was that you had married a plural 
wife, a woman who was dead at the time, and married her for eternity 
only. Is that correct? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tattler. It was an intelligent newspaper man— and he is not 
here, so I can not be charged with flattering hint — who stated it so 
differently that 1 feared I might have misunderstood the statement of 
the witness. ' 

Mr. Lundstrom. I wish to state it is not generally understood to 
be in marriage. It is not called marriage. It is called sealing. 
Mr. Tayler. Exactly. 

Mr. Lundstrom. But then it is a wife just the same, and in the 
marriage formula they are pronounced husband and wife for all 
eternity. 

Mr. Tayler. Were you sealed to your legal wife in the temple? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Was that your first marriage to her? 
. Mr. Lundstrom. No; I had been married five years previous to 
that. 

Mr. Tatler. In this country? 
Mr. Lundstrom. In this couritry. 
Mr. Tayler. Where were you first married to her! 
Mr. Lundstrom. In Salt like City. 
Mr. Tayler. And whore in Salt Lake City ? 
Mr. Lundstrom. By Acting Bishop A. W. Carlson, of the Nine- 
teenth ward. 

Mr. Tayler. And whereabouts were you married? 
Mr. Lundstrom. In his residence. 

Mr. Tayler. And some time following that legal marriage you 
proceeded to be sealed to your wife in the temple? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir; for the next life. It was only a mar- 
riage in the first place for this life. 

Mr. Tatler. Were you sealed to her in the temple for time and 
eternity ? 

, Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. x 

Mr. Tayler. And when were you sealed to her in the temple? 

Mr. Lundstrom. It was the first week of August, 1894. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you receive an v certificate or memorandum at, the 
time you were sealed to your wife in the temple? 

Mr. Lundstrom. No, sir; I did not I had the marriage certificate 
before. 

Mr. Tayler. A marriage certificate from whom? 
Mr. Lundstrom. From the county officials and A. W. Carlson, who 
married us* 



Mr. Tayijsb. Were there witnesses also whose names were appended 
to your marriage certificate! 
Mr. Lundstro*. Yea, sir. 

Mr, Tatleb. Who performed or was in charge of the ceremony by 
which you were sealed to your wife in the temple? 
Mr. Lundstrom. John ft Winder. 

Mr. Tatlkr. Was he at that time, as now, a counselor to the presi- 
dent! 

Mr. Lundstrom. He was at that time counselor -to the presiding 
bishop of the church— Bishop Preston. 

The Chairman. I want to ask one or two questions in reference to 
the obligations you have testified to. To how many persons, within 
your knowledge, have these obligations been administered? 

Mr. Lundstrom. To how many? 

The Chairman. Yes. You have been present on several occasions! 

Mr. Lundstrom. I can not give the exact number. It would be 
impossible; but some days it will probably have been over fifty and 
other times it would be over thirty or forty; but it is all administered 
to them all at once, the same as to one. 

The Chairman. On how many dili gent occasions have you been 
present when this obligation was taken ? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Six different times. 

The Chairman. And how many would you say. in your best judg- 
ment, this obligation was administered on the six different occasions? 

Mr. Lundstrom. I judge it would be between 250 and 300 in ail. 

The Chairman. Must the endowment obligation be taken by any 
particular persons in the church? Is it obligatory upon certain 
persons? 

Mr. Lundstrom. It is not obligatory, but it is a sign of weakness 
in the faith if a person neglects going to the temple. 

The Chairman. Is this endowment obligation taken by the officials 
of the church? 

Mr. Lundstrom, Yes, I suppose so; because they are supposed to 
be good in the faith? 
The Chairman. Is it taken by the apostle?? 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And the other officials of the church! 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Is the taking of this oath or obligation, which you 
have described, attended with any ceremonies? 

Mr, Lundstrom. 1 did not quite understand. 

The Chairman. la the taking of this obligation attended with any 
ceremonies? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes; it is. 

The Chairman. What ceremonies? 

Mr. Lundstrom. The whole proceeding is a series of ceremonies 
which 1 could not describe. It would take a long time to do it, and I 
do not feel disposed to do so. 

The Chairman. Directing your attention to one portion of the cere- 
mony, if it be a portion of it, can you tell whether any robes are used 
in the ceremony. 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman* Are there any marks on these robes, and if so, what? 
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Mr, Lundstrom. Not on the robes. 
Thft Chairman. On what? 

Mr. Lundstrom. There are do marks on the robe*. 
The Chairman. Are there marks on anything! 
Mr. Lundstrom. Yes. sir. 
The Chairman. On what? 

Mr. Lundstrom, There are certain marks on the garment, as It is 
called—the garment of the holy priesthood. 
The Chairman. What are those marks? 

Mr, Lundstrom. There are the marks of the holy priesthood or the 
marks of the temple; supposed to be signs to remind the individual 
who wears the garment of the covenants he made. 

The Chairman. Would you state about on what portion of the 
garment these marks appear ? 

Mr. Lundstrom. There is a mark on the right and on the left breast 
one in front of the navel, and one on the right knee. 

The Chairman. What are the marks? What is the nature of them, 
as to whether they are, rents in the garment? 

Mr. Lundstrom. The knee mark and the mark in front of the navel 
is like an ordinary buttonhole; but the mark on the left breast is like a 
pair of compasses and on the right breast it is lllce a square. 

The Chairman. Do you know what they signify ? . 

Mr. Lundstrom. It was never explained any more than as the marks 
of the holy priesthood. The same marks are on the curtain in the 
temple, called the marks of the temple, but it was never explained to 
me. We were promised to have it explained, but 'it never was 
explained to me — any other meaning — but I understood it to be to 
remind us of the covenants we have made. It was not explained any 
further. 

The Chairman. Are these garments worn by all who take the 
obligation? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes„sir; they always wear it 

The Chairman. They always wear it? 

Mr. Lundstrom. They shall always wear it. 

The Chairman. What; after the ceremony is over? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. It is supposed to be a shield against all 
danger, temporal and spiritual. 

The Chairman. Was there anything in the marking of these gar- 
ments, as you understood it, to remind you of the obligation you nad 
taken or the penalty which would be inflicted if you violated it? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. What was that? 

Mr. Lundstrom. The breast marks will naturally remind the person 
of the penalty for revealing or violating the covenants that ne has 
made by the penalty inflicted on the breast; and the same in the 
middle of the body. 

The Chairman. And that penalty was what? 

Mr. Lundstrom. To have the breast cut asunder and the heart and 
vitals torn out. 

The Chairman* And the significance of the mark over the navel is 
what? What does that signify? 

Mr. Lundstrom. That signifies that I ask if I violate these cove- 
nants or reveal any of these tokens 1 shall ba?e my body out asunder 
and my entrails gushed out. 
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The Chairman. What is the significance of the mark on the kneef 
Mr. Lundstrom. My intimation was that it was to signify that all 
knees shall bow. 

Senator Dubois. You say you are enjoined always to wear these 
garments! 
Mr* Lundstbom. Yes, sir* 

Senator Dubois. Do you mean by that that you shall never take 
them off? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Not any longer time than necessary to change and 
put on clean ones. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Lundstrom, was it ever explained to you what 
the marks on these garments meant? , 

Mr. Lundstrom. It was not explained to me what they meant. 

Mr. Van Cott. And never has been explained to you? 

Mr. Lundstrom. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Why did you answer Senator Burrows, then, and 
state to him what they do mean? 

Mr. Lundstrom. Because from the conclusion I draw from other 
covenants made, which naturally would signify the same. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is, it fs an inference of yours that that is 
what they mean ? 

Mr. Lundstrom. It is an inference to me. 

Mr. Van Cott. But nothing that you were ever told! 

Mr. Lundstrom. It was not explained at the time. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

The Chairman. Have vou anything further, Mr. Taylert 
Mr. Taylkr. Mr. Chairman, I would make a suggestion, or, rather, 
an inquiry, as to what course it would fie better for us to pursue. My 
own opinion is that we probably can make more rapid progress by not 
continuing to-day with the one witness who is here, who is not fully 
ready to testify, because ho is awaiting some documentary evidence to 
accompany his statement, which he will have by morning, and another 
, witness, who just arrived, after a very long journey, and with whom I 
have not talked. 

We expect to conclude the testimony, so far as it is to be taken by 
us, unless the committee should have some other plan, before the Sen- 
ate adjourns next week; and I suppose the committee are indifferent, 
largely, to the question as to exactly what days shall be taken, so we 
get it within that time and not interfere too much with their other 
engagements and convenience. My suggestion is it would be better, 
perhaps, to adjourn until to-morrow, but if the committee desire to go 
on, we can put a witness on and proceed as far and as well as we can 
with him this afternoon. I doubt whether in the end we will save 
any time by it. 

The Chairman. Do you anticipate that some of the witnesses will 
be here in the morning? 

Mr. Taylkr. We will be ready to go ahead in the morning, cer- 
tainly. I do not think there will be any delay when we start to-morrow 
until we finish. 

The Chairman. And you expect to conclude the testimony that will 
be offered for the protectants before the adjournment? 
Mr. Taylkr. Within the next three or four working days. 
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The Chairman. Would it be agreeable to counsel on the other side 
to adjourn now ? 

Mr. Worthington. We are very anxious to go ahead, Mr. Chairman, 
Mr. Tatler. If we had had the witnesses all here, Mr. Chairman, 
we would have gone right through with the testimony; bat, as the 
chairman and gentlemen interested in the case know, they have been 
delayed by storms and otherwise and are not here. 

The Chairman. The committee will adjourn until to-morrow morn- 
ing at 10 o'clock; and, gentlemen, let us be prompt, so that we can 
put in a full day. 

The committee, at 2 p. m., adjourned until Friday, December 16, 
1904, at 10 o'clock a. m. 



Washington, D. G, December 16 \ 190^ 
The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m, 

Present: Senators Burrows (chairman), Foraker, McComas, Dubois, 
and Overman: also Senator Smoot; also B. W. Tayler, counsel for the 
protestants; A. S. Worthington and Waldemar Van Cott ? counsel for 
the respondent, and Franklin S. Richards, counsel for certain witnesses. 

The Chairman, Mr. Tayler, who is your next witness? 

Mr. Tayler. Mrs. Annie Elliott 

TESTIMONY OF MBB. AHHIS ELLIOTT. 

Mrs. Annie Elliot*, having been duly sworn, was examined, and 
testified as follows: , 
Mr. Tayler. Where do you live? 
Mrs. Elliott. 1 live at Price, Utah. 
Mr. Tayler. Where were you born? 
Mrs. Elliott. In Denmark. 

Mr. Tayler. How old were you when you left Denmark? 
Mrs. Elliott. I was born in 1852, and I come to America in 18T2. 
Mr. Tayler. Had you been married before you came? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Were you converted to Mormonism before you left 
Denmark? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Did your husband come to this country with you? 

Mrs. Elliott. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Did he come later? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Is he living now— that is, the husband whom you mar- 
ried in Denmark? 
Mrs. Elliott. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You lived with him until he died, did you! 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Where did he die? 

Mrs. Elliott. Why. in Elsinore, 

Mr. Tayler. In Utah ? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. When? 

Mrs. Elliott. In 1897. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you, after his death, marry t 
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Mrs* Elliott. Yes, sir; I married in 1899. 

Mr. Tatler. How long were you in this country before your hus- 
band came? 

Mrs. Elliott. I was in this country about a year and a half. 

Mr. Tatler. Whut did you do here after you came and before 
your husband came over ? 

Mrs. Elliott. 1 worked as a cook for Mr. Jensen, in Brigham 
City. 

Mr. Tatler. Who was he? 

Mrs. Elliott. He was a counselor to Lorenzo Snow, and he was 
also in some business in the United Order at that time. The United 
Order was an order they had at that time in Brigham City. 

Mr, Tatler. Did he have more wives than one? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Who is "he?" Jensen? 

Mr. Tatler. Jensen, of course. When your husband came, where 
did you live after he came? 

Mrs. Elliott. I left Mr. Jensen's and lived with Mr. Hansen, in 
Brigham City, at the time my husband come. 

Mr. Tatler. Did you live with Mr. Hansen after your husband 
came to this country? 

Mrs. Elliott. A short time; not very long. 

Mr. Tatler. Where then did you and your husband live together? 

Mrs. Elliott. Why, we lived in Logan. We went from Brigham 
City to Logan. 

Mr. Tatler. What did you do at Logan ? 

Mrs. Elliott. My husband worked at anything he could get there. 
Mr. Tatler. Did you do anything? 

Mrs. Elliott. No, I didn't do anything there but take care of my 
family. I had at that time children. 
Mr. Tatler. You have children, have you? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. How long did you stay in Logan? 

Mrs. Elliott. I stayed in Logan eight years. 

Mr. Tatler. Where^did you go from Logan? 

Mrs. Elliott. To Elsinore, Sevier County> 

Mr. Tatler. How long did you live there? 

Mrs. Elliott. I have lived there pretty much for twenty years, 

Mr. Tatler. What did you do at Elsinore? 

Mrs. Elliott. I have been a nurse and midwife there for years* 

Mr. Tatler. Did you ever do any work in any of the temples? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. At what temple? 

Mrs. Elliott. The first work I done I done in the endowment house; 
in the old endowment house. 
Mr. Tayler. In Salt Lake City? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. What kind of work did you do there? 

Mrs. Elliott. I was sealed to my husband. I went with him and 
was married there and sealed to him — my first husband. So far as 1 
remember, it was in 1875 or 18T6 ? I am not sure which. 1 have it 
down to home, but I didn't bring it. 

Mr. Tatler. Did you go through the endowment house more than 
this one time? 
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Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir: not the endowment house. 
Mr. Tatler. That is what I say— the endowment house* 
Mrs. Elliott. No; only the one time. 

Mr. Tatler. Did you take the endowments more than this one time? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. How often? 

Mrs. Elliott. Twice more. 

Mr. Tatler. Where? 

Mrs. Elliott. In the Salt Lake temple. 

Mr, Tatler. And when? 

Mrs. Elliott. 1 think it was in 1890 and once again in 1897. 
Mr. Tatler. What did you take the endowments for these last 
times? 

Mrs, Elliott. I took the endowment for some dead people; I went 
through for some dead ladies. 
Mr. Tatler. Were they baptism ceremonies or marriage? 
Mrs. Elliott. Both— all through. 

Mr. Tatler. That is, you acted for some dead persons who were 
being married for eternity to some one? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Did you take the endowments at any other place than 
those you have named? 
Mrs. Elliott. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Did you do any work at any time in the temple? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir; at the time Logan Temple was dedicated I 
was, at that time, a teacher in the relief society, and I helped fix it up 
and put down carpets, and also made some carpets for them. I helped 
to get it in use. 

Mr. Tatler. What other work did you do, if any! 

Mrs. Elliott. 1 didn't do anything else there. 

Mr. Tatler. Did you ever do any work in the temple at Salt Lake? 

Mrs. Elliott. Why, yes: I done what work I told you. 

Mr. Tatler. I mean in tne way of 

Mrs. Elliott. Oh, yes; I went to Salt Lake to study again in 1896. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you mean to study for a nurse? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir; for a nurse and midwifery. I went there 
in the fall and in the summer. I went there and had a blessing pro- 
nounced on me, and also went through the temple at the same time, as 
I told you. 

Mr. Tatler. Did you receive some certificate from any officials 
respecting your work as a nurse or qualifications as a midwife? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir; I passed through the board in Salt Lake— the 
medical board— in 1897, I think it was, and got my certificate giving 
me permission to practice. 

Mr. Tatler. V\ hat kind ol^ medical board? 

Mrs. Elliott. It is where the doctors meet and examine us if we are 
capable to do that work, which was become a law at that time. It 
was not before. 

Mr. Tatler. That was a publio matter, not a church matter. 
Mrs. Elliott. Oh. no; no church matter. 

Mr. Tatler. The blessing which you state you have received was 
In the temple? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. And pronounced by whom; do yon remember! 
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Mrs. Elliott. Why, there was a number of them, but the one that 
gave me the blessing was Apostle Lyman. 

Mr. Tayler. Did that blessing have anything to do with your 
employment or work as a nurse and midwife? 

Mrs. Elliott. Well, at that time I looked at it like it had a great 
deal to do. It looked to me like it would help me. 

Mr. Tayler. I do not want to take time with it, but did it make 
some reference to you as a nurse? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes; it said that I was a nurse and I was capable to 
do the work, and I was set apart for work in Sevier County. 

Mr. Wokthinoton. By the church ? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylkr. Have you the paper that was given to you? 
Mrs. Elliott. No, sir; I have not. 

Mr, Tayler. It was the usual blessing that the church, upon request, 
will give to any suitable member who is engaged in the performance 
of useful work? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you do any other work in the temple tn connec- 
tion with the temple work? 

Mrs. Elliott. Not any more than I have told you. 

Mr. Tayler. I had an impression you had done something about 
the making of garments. 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes. Well, of course I made lots of them to lay the 
dead peopleaway and also for living people—lots of them. It is a rule 
there that we tliat belong to the relief society generally go together 
and make the clothes and also put them on the way they nave to be. 
I have done that for years. 

Mr. Tayler. Those were the garments that were used in going 
through the temple or in taking endowments? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And, as I gather from what you say, the women in 
the relief societies of the church were in the habit of going to such 
place as might be provided and making these garments? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You first went through the endowment house about 
1896? 

Mrs.. Elliott. Yes, sir; in the fall. 

Mr. Tayler. Was that when you were sealed to your husband. 
Mrs^ Elliott. Yes, sir; we were married what they call for time 
and eternity. 

Mr. Tayler. Your marriage in Denmark was the ordinary marriage 
ceremony? 
Mrs. ftLLioTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Such as is performed in that country? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And this ceremony was to have the sanctity of the 
church's stamp and approval? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Mr. Taylor, I want to understand. I understood 
the witness to say that she took the coremony in the endowment house 
in 1896. 

Mr. Worthington. No; the endowment ceremony, but in the 
temple. 
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The Chairman. I understood the witness to say* that she went 
through the endowment house first; in the old endowment house! 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes. sir. 
The Chairman. What date was thatt 

Mrs. Elliott, I can not give you the date exactly, but it was in 1875 
or 1876: 1 don't know for sure. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Tayler, if you will let the stenographer read 
your question you will find that you mentioned the year 1890. 

Mr. Tayler. I know I did so, but that was a mistake. I will ask a 
few questions now to clear up the matter. 

The fact is that you went through the old endowment house a few 
years after you came to this country f 

Mrs, Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. At that time you went through it for the purpose of 
being sealed to your husband whom you had married in Denmark! 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Then along about twenty years later, along about 1896 
or 1897, you took the endowments in the temple in Halt Cake for the 
purpose of participating in behalf of some dead woman who was being 
married to some living man for eternity only 1 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes* sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Or something of that sort! 

Mrs* Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. She had not said it was a living person* 

Mr. Tayler. 1 supposed it must be that one of the persons was liv- 
ing. Was one of the persons living? 

Mrs. Elliott. There was a man stood beside of me which this 
woman was sealed to. 

Mr. Tayler. I did not attach especial importance to the particular 
ceremony except that it was one of those they performed. 

Was the ceremony that was conducted when you wore scaled to your 
husband along about 1896 the same practically as that 

Mrs. Elliott. 1876, you mean. 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. Was that the same as those that you went 
through- along in about 1890 or 1897? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir; just the same. 

Mr. Tayler. It took some time to go through them, did it? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes; it took three oi four hours. There was a 
number of people. 

Mr. Tayler. Were there a number of people present each time you 
went through ? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir; there was quite a number of people each 
time. 

Mr. Tayler. Are you a member of the Mormon church I 
Mrs. Elliott. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. How long since you went out of it! 
Mrs. Elliott. About 1897. 

Mr. Tayler. In taking these endowments you were robed in some 
particular way, were you? - 

Mrs. Elliott, Yes, sir. . 

Mr. Tayler. And you passed through several different kinds of 
ceremonies! 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. During the time it lasted? 
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Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And as the ceremony went on 

Mr. Wohthington. Do you not think it would be fair to let this 
witness state what took place instead of your putting the eeromony in 
your own way and having her say yes ? 

Mr. Tayler. No; I do not. 

The Chairman. Mr. Tayler has not asked the witness what the cere- 
mony was. 

Mr. Worthington. No; he is stating the ceremony in his own way 
and asking her if that is not so. 

Mr. Taylbr. 1 do not care to have this witness go through a three- 
hour ceremony, and I do not think it would help this case for her to 
do so at all. 1 am not undertaking to lead, but only to eliminate a 
large part of the ceremony which I think it would not be profitable Or 
necessary to go over. I am not wanting to do anything except to get 
that which is salient. 

As the ceremony went on were there different obligations taken! 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you remember what was the first one that was 
taken? 

Mrs. Elliott, I think I do, but I don't know if I am capable of 
speaking it. 

Mr. Tayler. Well, whatever you can remember about the* first one, 
Mrs. Elliott, or any of them that you remember. I do not care what 
it was. 

The Chairman. Take your own time, Mrs. Elliott. Do not be embar- 
rassed, i 

Mrs. Elliott. The first one was, when we come to a certain place, 
if we didn't want to go any further and take those oaths it was to turn 
back and go out. 

Mr. Tayler. That was after yon had gone on for some time, was it? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes; a short time. 

Mr. Tayler. Then what is the next thing that you remember about 
that? 

Mrs. Elliott. It was where we took the oaths then, which I think 
it is verv embarrassing for me to say them. 
Mr. Tayler. Tell us what you remember. 

Mrs. Elliott. One, I remember, they told me to pray and never 
cease to pray to get revenge on the blood of the prophets on this nation, 
and also teach it to my children and children's children. 

Mr. Tayler. Was there any other obligation? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes; there was some more. 

Mr. Tayler. Will you state what you remember? 

Mrs. Elliott. Well, it was that if I ever revealed anything what 
was done in there, I was to have mv throat cut from ear to ear and 
tear out my tongue by the roots. That was one of them. 

Mr. Tayler. Anything else that you remember? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes; there is some more. 

Mr. Tayler. State them, if you can. 

Mrs. Elliott. I do not feel like I can. I think it was at that time 
too serious, and I have always thought I would put it away and never 
mention it, and it seems like it is hard for me to do it. Of cou* *, if 
X have to, I can, 
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The Chairman. Of course, witness, it is hard and difficult, but state 
it in your own way the substance of what you remember. 

Mrs, Elliott. Well, it was also at a certain place that if I revealed 
anything my breast would' be cut open and mv vitals would be torn 
out, and another place that my abdomen would be torn open and the 
entrails squirt out. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you remember anything of an obligation or oath 
of sacrifice, Mrs. Elliott? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir; that we was to sacrifice all we owned if it 
was called for. 

Mr. Taylbr. To what? 

Mrs. Elliott. To the church. 

Mr. Tayler. I think that is all. 

The Chairman. Mrs. Elliott, this endowment ceremony in 1890 was 
like the one in 1876 ? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 
The Chairman. Was there any change! 
Mrs. Elliott. No, sir. 

The Chairman. How many were present or went through the endow- 
ment house? 

Mrs. Elliott. Why, there must have been about tif ty. I don't know 
the number exactly, but 1 should judge about fifty. 
The Chairman. And in 1890 ? 

Mrs. Elmott. There was more in 1890 than there war in 1876. 
The Chairman. You mean in 1870 there were about fifty, you think? 
Mrs; Elliott. Yes, sir; it was very crowded. 
The Chairman. And in 1890 how many? 

Mrs. Elliott. I think there m ust have been up to a hundred. There 
was a large crowd. 

The Chairman. Did all those present at the time take this obligation 
of which you speak? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. How was it taken? I wish to know whether you 
were standing together, or kneeling, or how. 
Mrs. Elliott. We were standing, taking it by a certain sign. 
The Chairman. Doing what? 

Mrs. Elliott. We had a certain sign by the hands, and showed that 
we were taking the oath. 
The Chairman. And there were about a hundred, you think? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Do all Mormons in good standing take these cere- 
monies; do you know? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you anv recollection of anything in the ceremony 
of an obligation respecting obedience? ...... 

Mrs. Elliott, Yes. I have a recollection of it, but I couldn't say 
how it was worded. 
Mr. Tayler. What was the substance of it? 
Mrs. Elliott. 1 couldn't remember it exactly. I will have to be 
excused for it 



ment by some person who was In charge of the work? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes; there was some speaking to the people going 
through— one person speaking to them* 



Mr. Tayler. Was it an obligation 
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Mr. Tatlbb. Was this matter relating to obedience something that 
was said by some one to you ? 

Mrs, Elliott. Yes; it related to obedience a good many places 
when we went through, which I can't explain. 

Mr. Taylkb. Obedience to what? 

Mrs. Elliott. Why, to the priesthood. 

Mr. Wobthington. Mrs. Elliott* when was it that you last married ? 

Mrs. Elliott. 1 married in 1899. 

Mr. Wobthington. What is your husband's full name? 

Mrs. Elliott. David H. Elliott. 

Mr. Wobthington. He lives where? 

Mrs. Elliott. In Price. 

Mr. Wobthington. What is his business! 

Mrs. Elliott. Liveryman. 

Mr. Wobthington. Is he a Morman? 

Mrs. Eluott* No; sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. When did you cease to be a member of the 
Mormon Church? 

Mi's. Elliott. Aboutl897 or 1898— the beginning of 1898, some time. 

Mr. Wobthington. In what way was your connection with the 
church terminated? 

Mrs. Elliott. Before, do you mean? 

Mr. Wobthington. 1 say in what way did you cease to be a Mor- 
mon ? Did you withdraw or were you excommunicated ? 

Mrs. Elliott. No, sir; I withdrawed from the church. 

Mr. Wobthington. Was that withdrawal in writing or merely a 
verbal communication ? 

Mrs. Elliott. I went to the bishop atElsinoreand told Mm I didn't 
think 1 cared to be a member any longer. 

Mr. Wobthington. What time in 1897 was that? 

Mrs. Elliott. I think it was in the spring. 

Mr. Wobthington. Was it before or after the death of your first 
husband? 
Mrs. Elliott. Why, it was after. 
Mr. Wobthington. What time in 1897 did he die? 
Mrs. Elliott. He died in October. 

Mr. Wobthington. I understood you to say just now that you told 
the bishop you were going to withdraw in the spring. 
Mrs. Elliott. Well, then it was next spring again. 
Mr. Wobthington. Which was it now, the spring of 1896 or 1897? 
Mrs. Elliott. 1897, 1 think it was. 
Mr. Wobthington. Who was the bishop? 
Mrs. Elliott. Bishop Jensen. 

Mr. Wobthington. Up to that time had you been a faithful mem- 
ber of the Mormon Church? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. What was it that brought your change of mind ? 

Mrs. Elliott. Oh, I come in contact with people and got a look 
into it and decided that it was not what I thought it was. 

Mr. Wobthington. Did these obligations you say you have taken 
have anything to do with your leaving the church ? 

Mrs. Elliott. Well, I looked at it and I studied over it a grea£ 
deal, and thought, "Well, it is Mud of an odd affair," and! wondered 
that I had not seen it before, 
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Mr. WoRraiNGTON. I ask you whether these obligations you sav 
you had taken had anything to do with inducing you to leave the 
church? 

Mrs. Elliott. In a certain way they had. 

Mr. Wobthington, And had you had any trouble about those obli- 
gations from 1876 to 1896? Had they troubled you at all? 

Mrs. Elliott. At times I thought of it— about some of the oaths I 
had taken, and like this; but they didn't seem to trouble me a great deal. 

Mr, Wobthington, When did it begin to trouble you first? 

Mrs. Elliott. I think it began to trouble me a short time after I 
went through the temple the last time, in 1897. 

Mr. Wobthington. Your fLvt husband was a Mormon, was he not? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. Did he go through any of these ceremonies with 
you? 

Mrs. Elliott. No, sir; not all of them. I was alone. 

Mr. Wobthington. When did you first tell anybody about these 
obligations? 

Mrs. Elliott. It was last summer. 

Mr. Wobthington. To whom did you tell tho story first? 

Mrs. Elliott. To Reverend Kinney, I think he is. He is a rever- 
end in the Baptist Church, 

Mr. Wobthington. And where does "he live? 

Mrs. Elliott. I don't know exactly where he lives; but he visits 
■ our place frequently. . i'^ .'■*"■ 

Mr. Wobthington. How did you come to talk to him about the 
matter? .... 

Mrs. Elliott. Why, he come to talk to me. I began to visit his 
church, and he come to talk to me, and 1 explained the feelings to him 
as I had. 

Mr. Wobthington. Did you join his church? 
Mrs. Elliott. No, sit. # , . 

Mr. Wobthington. Was there any person present except him when 
you told him about these things? 
Mrs. Elliott. No, sir. « 
Mr. Wobthington. About these obligations! 
Mrs. Eluott. No, sir. ' 

Mr. Wobthington. Did you tell him in substance what you have 
testified to here to-dry? 

Mrs. Elliott. No; I didn't tell him- any thing particular like that. 
I told him some few things about those questions, and he asked me 
some few things, and I said that I felt like I had a burden on me. I 
didn't know what it was. But he talked to me a while then, and I then 
told«him about things. He is the only one I ever spoke to about it. 

Mr. Wobthington. Did you tell him about this business of aveng- 
ing the blood of the prophet on this nation? 

Mrs. Elliott. No; I don't believe 1 did. 

Mr. Wobthington. Did you tell him about the penalty of having 
the throat cut and the body opened* and so on ? 
Mrs. Elliott. No, sir; 1 did not. 

Mr* Wobthington. I want to know when you first told anybody 
about those things. 

Mrs. Elliott. I haven't told anybody about it J haven't even told 
my husband. 
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:e Mr* Wobthington. You have not told anybody about it! 
Mrs, Eluott* No, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. Up to the time you got on the stand! 
Mrs. Elliott. No, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. When Mr, Tayler put you on the stand, so far 
as you know, he did not know what you would say? 
Mrs. Elliott. No, sir, 

Mr. Wobthington. If Mr. Tayler had a written memorandum, 
asking you questions from it, you do not know then how he came to 
know what you would say? 

Mrs. Elliott. No, sir; I do not 

Mr. Wobthington. Do you know Mr. Owen, sitting behind Mr. 
Tayler? 

Mrs. Elliott. No, sir; I don't know Mr. Owen. I have never met 

him. :,y v ;.w--- 

Mr. Tatleb. You never saw him? 

Mrs. Eluot*. No* sir. 

Mr. Wobthington^ When did you get here 

Mrs. Elliott. I got here yesterday. 

Mr. Wobthington. What time? 

Mrs. Elliott. I got nere about 10 o'clock yesterday forenoon— 
right here in this room^rigbt from the depot. 
Mr. Wobthington. bid anybody meet you to bring you up here! 
Mrs. Elliott. No, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. How did you know your way? 
♦ Mrs. Elliott. I had my subpoena, and I asked the way to this place. 
I never talked to anybody. 

Mr. Wobthington. Did you get up here while we were taking 
testimony yesterday ? 

Mrs. Elliott. I got up here yesterday just as you were opening 
the court. ..iv...,,: ■"„.-., 

Mr. Wobthington. Did you get here before the recess ? You know 
we took a recess yesterday from a little before 12 until half past 1, 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. You were here before that? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. Where did you go during the recess? 

Mrs. Elliott. I went down to ask to get a room— some place to stop. 

Mr. Wobthington. Whom did you ask? 

Mrs. Elliott. 1 asked a lady here. 1 don't know where she is now, 
but she was a stranger to me. * 
Mr. Wobthington. Where did you golf 

Mrs. Elliott. 1 went to a room down on— well, 1 can't tell you 
exactly where it is, but I can find the place. It is not very far from 
here. 

Mr. Wobthington. Are you stopping thore now? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir; alone in a room, 

Mr. Wobthington. Did you come up here again yesterday after- 
noon? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. And after the session was over where did 
you go? 

Mrs. Elliott. I went to my room. 

Mr. Wobthington. Did anybody go with you? 

S. Doc. 486,-50-1, vol 2 13 
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Mm. Elliott. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. After the session was over yesterday, did you 
see anybody connected with this case at all? 
Mrs. Elliott. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Nobody came to ask you what you would 
testify tot 

Mrs. Elliott. No, sir; I went to bed early, and I got up this mora- 
ing and came here. 

Mr. Worthikgton. And you never tok^ anybody about this matter 
of taking an obligation to avenge the blood of the prophet on this; 
nation? 

Mrs. Elliott. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Until you told it just there in that chair a ltttle 
while ago? 
Mrs. TSlliott. No, sir. 
Mr. Worthington. You are positive of that! 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes. sir. 

Mr, Worthington? You never told anybody about the matter of tho 
penalties of cutting the throat and openiug the body and so on until 
you told it to-day f 

Mrs. Elliott. No, sir; I never did. 

Mr. Worthington. If Mr. Tayler has a memorandum of what you 
would testify to and was asking you questions from it, yoa do not 
know where it came from or how he came to know it? 

Mrs. Elliott. No; 1 do not 

Mr. Worthington. You never told him? 

Mrs. Elliott. No; I never told anybody. 

Mr. Worthington. And that is just as true as anything you have 
told on this stand, is it? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir; I considered I had put it away and never 
mentioned it. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you joined any church at all? 
Mrs. Elliott. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. You sav all Mormons in good standing go 
through this same ceremony. You do not know anything about that 
except that a number have gone through when you did, do you? , 

Mrs. Elliott. I know that much. I know you couldn't get a 
recommend from the bishop without you had pretty good standing to 
go through the temple. 

Mr. Worthington. That is what you meant when you said they 
all took this obligation? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Because you say this obligation was taken 
when you went through, you suppose it was always taken by every- 
body? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you not know that a great many Mormons 
never take any endowment ceremony at all? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes; there is lots that don't take it 
Mr. Worthington. Can they not be in good standing without tak- 
ing it? 

Mrs. Elliott. They are not considered so very good if they don't 
take it 
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Senator Overman. Can one occupy the position of an apostle or 
priest without taking it? 
Mrs. Elliott. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. You think you know that, do you? 

Mrs. Elliott, Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr, Worthington. How do you know it? 

Mrs. Elijott. I know that by the rules of the church. 

Mr. Worthington. Is that a printed rule, in a book or anything? 

Mrs. Elliott. Well, I have known of a lot of elders— a lot being 
called to be an elder, and being called on a mission, and I know they 
couldn't go on a mission without having their endowment 

Mr. Worthington. How do you know it? 

Mrs. Elliott. I know it personally, because I have been talking to 
the people. 

Mr. Worthington. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 
The Chairman. I understood you to say you participated in the 
making of the robes used in the endowment house. 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes. 

The Chairman. Were there any marks or symbols on these robes? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes. sir. 

The Chairman. W K mt were they? 

Mrs. Elliott. Why, there is a heart on the left side and a square 



[indicating] in front, and then there is one on the knee. 

The Chairman. Do you know what those signify? 

Mrs. Elliott. Why, I have never had it explained to me, only I 
have talked to people about it and also talked with my husband about 
it. Of course, you would mostly call it our own ideas about it. 

The Chairman. What was the general understanding as to the sig- 
nificance of it? 

Mrs. Elliott. I thought the marks was to remember us about the 
different oaths we had taken, and not to forget it. I thought the 
marks was for that purpose. 

The Chairman. Did they have any relation to the penalty to be 
inflicted? 

Mrs. Elliott. I thought so. 

Senator Foraker. Did you ever bear of any of these penalties you 
have described being inflicted ^upon anyone? 

Mrs. Elliott. Excuse me; I didn't understand you. 

Senator Foraker. The cutting of the throat, and the opening of the 
body, and that sort of thing? 

Mrs. Elliott. No; I never heard of it being done to anybody. 

Senator Foraker. Are you going back to Utah to live? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Senator Overman. Are these garments worn outside the temple? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir; the garments are always worn by the people 
that went through the endowment house. 
Senator Overman. Always worn as undergarments? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 
Senator Overman. By male and female'? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 

Senator Overman. With the same signs on them? 
Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Overman, Mrs. Elliott, do you tell us that all the Mormons 
in good standing in this room have those garments on? 

Mrs. Elliott. Yes, sir; I know they have. 

Senator Forakeb. Have you any fear of these punishments or any 
of them being inflicted upon you when you return to Utah? 

Mrs. Elliott. Why, no, I have not 

Senator Foraker. You nave no apprehension at all of danger? 
Mrs. Elliott. No. 

Mr. Tatleb. Do you imagine that you are likely to suffer in any 
way in consequence of it? 

Mrs. Elijott. Yes, sir; I imagine I am, in the line of my business. 

Mr. Worthington. You mean by that that Mormons will not be 
likely to employ you as a midwife hereafter? 

Mrs. Elliott. No, sir; I don't think so. 

The Chairman. Is that all, gentlemen? 

Mr. Tayler* That is all. 

The Chairman. Who is your next witness! 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Jackson. 

TESTIMONY OF CHARLES H. JACKSON. 

Charles H. Jackson, having been duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Mr. Tayler. What is your name? 

Mr. Jackson. Charles H. Jackson. 
( Mr. Tayler. Where do you live, Mr. Jackson? 

Mi*. Jackson. In Boise City, Idaho. 

Mr. Tayler. How long have you lived there? 

Mr. Jackson. I have lived near Boise for the past twelve years. 
My residence has been for the past ten years at a place called Orchard, 
25 miles southeast of Boise. 

Mr. Tayler. What is your business? 

Mr. Jackson. I am in the insurance business and in ranching. 
Mr. Tayler. And your place of business is where? 
Mr. Jackson. It is in Boise. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you mean you go there every day? 

Mr. Jackson. No; I practically now make Boise mv residence, 
although my ranch and where my family spend most of the time is at 
Orchard. 

Mr. Tayler. Where did you go from to Idaho? 
Mr. Jackson. I came from New York City. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know something about the politics of Idaho? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir; I am the chairman of the Democratic party 
there* 

* Mr. Tayler. You were then in charge of the campaign last fall? 
Jklr Jackson. Yes sir. 

Mr! Tayler. How' long, Mr. Jackson, have you given attention to 
political conditions In Idano? 

Mr. Jackson. I have engaged in every campaign since 1S94. 

Mr. Tayler. As a matter of public and political history, what sub- 
jects have agitated the minds of the people of Idaho particularly in the 
last few years? 

Mr. Jackson. The great question with m in Idaho has been the 
growing power of the Mormou Church in its interference in State 
affairs. 
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Mr. Taylbr. And has that been generally or only locally interest- 
ing and discussed ? * 

Mr. Jackson. It was made the paramount issue in the last campaign. 
It was the one subject which the Democratic party and independents 
discussed. s 

Mr. Taylbr. In what particular forms has this question of so-called 
Mormon interference in State affairs expressed itself? 

Mr. Jackson. By the visits of the apostles of the church, residents 
of Salt Lake City, coming into Idaho and directing the people of their 
faith how to vote, both by saying that it was the revelation that they 
should vote such and such a ticket and the desire of the church author- 
ities to have them do so. 

Mr. Tayler. And what' public legislation has been effected or 
sought or threatened by this so-called Mormon invasion? 

Mr. Jackson. The matter became one of vital interest two years 
ago. when the apostle, John Henry Smith, came to Boise while the 
Idaho legislature was in session, and there procured the passage of a 
resolution through the Idaho legislature providing for submitting to 
the people at the next election the question whether a constitutional 
convention should be held for the purpose of taking out of our State 
constitution that clause which prohibits polygamy in the State. Dur- 
ing that same session of the Idaho legislature, John Henry Smith pro- 
moted or secured the passage of an act which provided a bounty on all 
sugar raised in the State during the years 1903 and 1904. These two 
measures were and are to-day, by public opinion, attributed to the 
active interference of John HenrySmith. 

Mr. Taylbr. What interest had John Henry Smith or the Mormon 
Church, if you know, in the subject of a bounty on sugar, so far as the 
State or Idaho was concerned? 

Mr. Jackson. The Mormon Church, as I understand it, with 
Joseph F. Smith, owns the sugar factories, with one exception. Pres- 
ident Joseph F. Smith of the Mormon Church is president of —I believe 
it is called the Idaho Sugar Company, recognized as a Mormon 
institution. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you finished your statement in that connection? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know, Mr. Jackson, as a public man, of the 
circumstances leading up to the nomination of the Republican candi- 
date for governor in Idano this year? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. My information comes from conversations 
which I had with members of that convention, and from the public 
printed reports, 

Mr. Taylbr. Who is the present governor? 

Mr. Jackson. Governor Morrison. 

Mr. Taylbr. Is he serving his second term/or his first term? 
Mr. Jackson. This is his hrst term. 

Mr. Taylbr. Do you know whether there was any special criticism 
of him as a Republican governor, by Republicans? 

Mr. Jackson. Not for any public act of his. He is held by the 
people generally of Idaho to have made an excellent governor. 

Mr. Tayler. Is there any respect in which he has been criticised by 
any part of his party or the people? 

Mr. Jackson. Why, he came into collision with part of the Repub- 
lican leaders* Mr. Gooding was the chairman of the Republican State 
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oommittee in 1902. Mr. Gooding- aspired to be governor. Ht 
effected combinations which eventually nominated him, and it was in 
collision with these combinations that Mr. Morrison fell down. 

Mr. Tatlbb. In 1904, yon mean? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir; this past rammer. 

The Chairman. May 1 ask you tb* politics of the governor! 

Mr. Jackson. He is a RepiibuV sir. 

The Chairman. Now, that I nave interrupted your narrative, I want 
to ask about Mr. Smith. His name is John Henry Smith, I think 
you said? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes. 

The Chairman. What position does he hold in the Mormon Church, 
if you know. 
Mr. Jackson. He is an apostle. 

Senator Forakbr. What did the defeat of Governor Morrison have 
to do with Mormon ism? How is it connected ? 

Mr. Jackson. It is understood in Idaho that the Mormon Church 
defeated Governor Morrison for renomination. 

Senator Forakbr. Under the leadership of Gooding? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Forakbr. Is Gooding a Mormon? 

Mr. Jackson. I do not think so. 

Mr. Tatler. You may briefly state what is the ground of the belief 
that the Mormon Church defeated Governor Morrison for the renomi- 
nation. 

Mr. Jackson. In Idaho we have 91 counties, of which 6 are abso- 
lutely controlled by the Mormons; that is, the large percentage of the 
voters of those 6 counties are Mormons. The Mormon counties voted 
entirely for Mr. Gooding: and whatever the Mormon Church desires 
in Idaho is carried out It is impossible for any man or any party to 
go against the Mormon Church in Idaho, whether he is a Republican 
or a Democrat 

The Chairman. You mean it is impossible to go against them ? 

Mr. Jackson. I mean that unless the Mormon Church supports the 
individual, you might as well give up. There is no hope for you* 

Mr. Tatlbb, You say there are 6 out of 91 counties that are con- 
trolled absolutely by the Mormons? 

Mr. Jackson. They are called Mormon counties. Then there are 
other counties along the southern tier of counties of Idaho in which 
the Mormons have large colonies and where they practically hold in 
the counties the balance of power, as in the State they hold the balanot 
of power. 

Mr. Tatlbb. The result is that in the legislature how many mem- 
bers of the senate anfl how many of the members of the house are 
necessarily, if the Mormon Church desires it elected by it? 

Mr. Jackson. Well, practically* the six Mormon counties return 
about a third of the Idaho legislature. We have one senator from 
each county, therefore there would be six senators from the Mormon 
counties. Then, in addition, in some of the other southern counties 
the Mormons have, as I stated, the control and are able to secure the 
nomination, whereby the party usually controls in the legislature. 

Mr. Tatlbb. And in the house? 

Mr. Jackson. Well, it is in the same ratio in the house. 

Senator Dubois, How many members of the house are there now? 
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Mr. Jackson. I believe there are 48. I am not positive on that point. 
Senator Dubois. I will ask this question to make it clear: What is 
the constitutional limit of the Idaho legislature? 
Mr. Jackson, I am not entirely certain. 

Senator Dubois. It is 70, as a matter of fact There is one senator, 
is there not, from each county? 
Mr. Jackson. From each county. 
Senator Dubois. That makes 21 senators. 

Mr. Jackson. If there were 21 senators, then there would be 48 
members. 

Mr. Tatlbb. You may state, Mr. Jackson, as chairman of the Dem- 
ocratic committee last year, what you know of the issues on which that 
xjampaign was fought, and the attitude of the Mormons in connection 
with it. 

The Chairman. You mean this year, do you not? 

Mr. Tayler. I mean this year, 1904; I meant the year just passing. 

Mr. Jackson. This question became acute from the time of the 
passage of the constitutional resolution and of the sugar-bounty bill. 
The matter was brought to public notice, and the people were generally 
aroused over the matter oy reason of the proceedings before this 
committee. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Jackson, will it disturb you if 1 ask what this 
sugar-bounty provision is? 
Mr. Jackson. Not at all. 

Senator Dubois. How much bounty is paid, and on what is it paid ? 

Mr. Jackson. It provides that a bounty of 1 cent a pound shall be 
paid in the year 1903 on all sugar manufactured in Idaho* 

Senator Dubois. Not on the beets, but on the sugar? 

Mr. Jackson. On the sugar; yes, sir: and a bounty of half a cent 
a pound on sugar manufactured in 1904. From statements made by 
those in control of the management it is estimated that the sugar 
bounty in 1903 amounted to $76,000, and in, this present year will 
amount to about $160,000. * 

Senator Forakbr. And how much of that goes to the Mormon 
Church? 

Mr. Jackson. There are four sugar factories, and three of them are 
Mormon. I do not know the capacity of the outside concern. It has 
lately been erected. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Did you say Joseph F. Smith was the president of 
the company which owns these factories? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Forakbr. Do you know anything about what bounties, if 
any at all, are paid in other States for the production of beet sugar? 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir; I do not. 

The Chairman. Now, go on with your statement. 

Mr. Jackson. The situation in Idaho in regard to the Mormon inter- 
ference in politics had been known up to that time practically only to 
the leaders of both parties. A 11 of us who had campaigned in the State 
were aware that Mormon officials, Mormon priests or apostles, had 
come into Idaho during the different past elections and haa influenced 
the people. It was a matter known to the politicians of both parties 
that it was absolutely necessary to secure the Mormon support in order 
to be successful in the State. Both the Democrats and the Republi- 
cans figured on how best to do this, both in the selection of candidates 
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Mid in the preparation of the platform* When, however, the proceed* 
ings before this committee developed the fact that polygamy was being 
practiced, I think most of the men in Idaho began to examine into the 
situation much closer. Up to that time we had treated it more as a 
partisan political question. After thai time we treated it as a public 
question outside of politics. 

The matter was started by the Ada County Democratic convention, 
which was held on the 3d of June of this year to elect delegates to the 
State convention to be held at Weiser, which, in turn, was to select the 
delegates to the St. Louis convention. In that Ada County convention 
a resolution was passed directing the delegates from that county to see 
that a resolution was, put in the State platform instructing our State 
delegates to St. Louis to secure the adoption of a plank declaring against 
polygamy and the church interference in politics. 

About a week after that, 1 think on June 10 or about that date, the 
State convention was held at Weiser to elect delegates to the St. Louis 
convention. 

The Chairman. May I ask you if you were a delegate to these 
conventions? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. I was chairman of the committee of reso- 
lutions of the Ada County convention, which prepared this first expres- 
sion in regard to polygamy and ehurch interference in politics. 1 was 
a delegate to the Weiser convention, and there the fight was on the 
adoption of this resolution, which was introduced from my county. 

Tne Chairman. Proceed with your narrative. 

Mr. Jackson. It was maintained in that convention that it was the 
duty of the Democratic party to get this situation into the national 
platform, and the Ada County resolution was introduced. That reso- 
lution was opposed by the Mormon counties. The delegates from those 
counties are not always Mormons by religion* They are always Mor- 
mon in political action. In that debate the president of the Fremont 
County stake, Mr. Bassett, stated that if this resolution was withdrawn 
and no reference was made to it in our platform he himself, one of the 
leading Mormon officials of Idaho — there being none higher than him- 
self in the State — would pledge himself to go to Salt Lake City and see 
President Joseph F. Smith and ask him not to interfere any longer in 
Idaho politics. Against the vote of the Mormon ooun ties the resolution 
was passed, and the delegates from Idaho were instructed to introduce 
this resolution into the committee on resolutions of the St. Louis 
convention. 

We also called attention in that resolution at the State convention at 
Weiser to the condition of affairs in Idaho regarding this question. 
We pointed out that there were no adequate penalties to punish those 
who were committing the crime of polygamy, and we pointed out this 
church interference in political affairs, and we asked the Democratic 
voters to bear this in mind when electing delegates to the nominating 
convention which was to be held in Lewis ton on August 15. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Jackson, have you that resolution? 

Mr. Jackson. I have not the resolution. Senator. It was printed 
In the Boise Statesman the day following that convention. 

The Chairman. We can reach that later. Go on with your state- 
ment. 

Mr. Jackson. I hare a memorandum of the paper in which it can 
be found. 
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The Chairman* You may proceed* 

Mr* Jackson. We held a convention in Ada County to elect dele- 
gates to this nominating convention at Lewiston— and by nominating 
convention I mean the convention which was to select candidates for 
the State offices, governor, etc.— in the latter part of July, I think, 
In that convention we introduced a strong resolution pointing out 
specifically the crime of polygamy and also the evils of this church 
interference in political affairs, and by resolution of that convention a 
copy of our platform regarding these questions was submitted to the 
chairman of the Republican State committee, who was then Mr* Good- 
ing, and was directed to be sent to the Republican State convention, 
which was to be held on the 12th of August, asking the Republican 
party to take this matter up and join with us in taking these questions 
entirely out of politics ana in making it a nonpartisan movement to 
suppress polygamy and church interference. Those resolutions were 
certified to by me— I was the chairman of that convention — and sent 
to the Republican State chairman and to the State convention. 

All of this time public opinion had been growing stronger. The 
question was being agitated practically all over the State* The Mor- 
mon counties were passing resolutions in their county conventions 
deploring this action, while in other counties, what we call the gentile 
counties, they were adopting what was known as the Ada County 
platform in regard to polygamy. 

When the Republican convention met at Moscow on August 12 it 
was known that the Mormons were in entire control of that conven- 
tion. Governor Morrison — — 

The Chairman. I did not understand what convention that was. 

Mr. Jackson. That was the Republican convention, sir. I am try- 
ing to develop the matter historically, in time. 

The Chairman. Proceed. * 

Mr. Jackson. It is practically an unwritten law in our State, fol- 
lowed by both parties, that a governor who has made a successful 
governor and against whom there is nothing personally shall be 
renominated* 

Senator Dubois. How long does a governor hold his term? 

Mr. Jackson. For two years. That has been the practice ever since 
1896, 1 believe— that is, to my personal knowledge. I do not remem- 
ber in regard to 1894. 

Governor Morrison was supported bv the leading Republican papers. 
Opposed to him was Mr. Gooding. When the convention nominated 
Mr. Gooding it was so clearly understood that this was done bv the 
Mormon Church that the leading Republican paper of Boise published 
at the head of its editorial column the words "Zion has spoken." In 
that Republican convention onu of the most conspicuous leaders was 
President Parkinson, who is president of one of tho stakes in Oneida 
County. The public and the newspapers attributed to Parkinson the 
control of the Mormon counties, and it was stated then, and it was 
stated during the campaign, that the reward of Mr. Parkinson in case 
Mr. Goodinr should be elected would be the office of emigration 
agent; and that was one of the issues of the campaign, to prevent, if 
.possible, that office being filled by a leading Mormon official. 

In order to secure Mr. Gooding's nomination it was necessary for 
President Parkinson to labor with one of the northern counties, Latah 
County, from which Congressman French comes. Latah County had 
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instructed its delegate to vote for the renomination of Governor Mor- 
rison. It was necessary to secure Latah County to nominate Mr. 
Gooding, and it was reported ill the paper and stated by the delegates 
that Mr. Parkinson went to Mr. Frenco and told him that unless he 
threw the vote of Latah County to Mr. Gooding he would not receive 
a renomination. Latah County voted after that for Mr. Gooding. 

Mr. Parkinson was in such control of that convention that the pres- 
ent attorney -general, who is a Mormon, was refused a renomination 
practically only an hour before the time came to renominate him. He 
expected to be renominated. The gentleman who was to renominate 
him had his nominating speech prepared. President Parkinson, an 
hour or two before this nomination was made, went up to Attorney- 
General Bagley and said to him: "It is unwise to renominate youl " 
Some of General Bagley 's friends objected to that, and Bagley asked 
them not to renominate him because if they should it would force 
him to decline the renomination. 

It was in such a state of affairs — it was in such a state of public opin 
ion — that the Democratic convention metatLewiston three days later, 
on August 15. The great question in front of us was this Mormon 
question. The gentleman who was nominated by the Democratic 
party, ex-Senator Heitfeld, declared in the early stages of that con- 
vention that unless this platform 

The Chairman. You mean nominated for governor? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. That unless this platform declaring against 
polygamy and church interference was adopted he would decline the 
nomination; and that precipitated the fight, the Mormon counties being 
opposed, the gentile counties endeavoring to nominate him. 

After a prolonged and excited session in the committee on resolu- 
tions the committee finally brought to the convention a resolution 
declaring against polygamy and church interference in politics. The 
convention adopted, after a debate and after two votes, a resolution 
which declared that we were unalterably opposed to polygamy and 
church interference in Idaho, and pledged the Democratic party if put 
in power to carry out by appropriate legislation this declaration. 

After the convention had adopted this resolution and Mr. Heitfeld 
had been nominated, the State committee met and I wa3 elected chair- 
man of the committee. Immediately after my election I held a meeting - 
with the committee and with the candidates, and it was agreed that the 
paramount issue should be made of this — what we call the Mormon 
plank. That brings me up to the end of the convention. 

The Chairman, iou say you have not with you the resolution that 
was adopted in the convention $ 

Mr. Jackson. I have the resolution that was adopted in the State 
convention, but not the first resolution, which brought this matter 
before tiie people of the State. 
The Chaibman. Have you the resolution adopted by the convention J 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir; I think so. 
The Chairman. I wish you would state what it is. 
Mr. Jackson. That part of the platform which relates to this ques- 
tion reads as follows: 

"We demand the extermination of polygamy and unlawful cohabi- 
tation within the State of Utah and the complete separation of church 
and state in political affairs. We pledge the Democratic party to enact 
such legislation as will effectually suppress such evils." 
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Senator Dubois. Were there Mormons in that convention! 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir: very much so. 

Senator Dubois. Did tney oppose this resolution? 

Mr. Jackson. Bitterly. 

Senator Dubois. In speeches? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir; it was opposed by their speeches and their 
votes— by the Mormons themselves and by gentiles who were in sym- 
pathy with the Mormons. 

Senator Dubois. You say all the delegates from the Mormon coun- 
ties are not necessarily Mormons in religion, but they are Mormons 
in politics. Willy ou explain that to the committee? 

Mr. Jackson. Those are what we call the iack-Mormons, Senator. 
They are worse than the original article. They are willing to go to 
greater lengths than any Mormon is willing to go. They are put up 
by the Mormons, really, to do the heavy work for them, and while 
they are nominally known as gentiles, and not affiliated with the 
church, everyone knows that they are Mormons for political purposes. 

Senator Dubois. Could you recollect some of the arguments that 
the Mormons — not the jack-Mormons, but the Mormons — made in 
opposition to this plank? 

Mr. Jackson. The most striking statement that was made in the 
committee on resolutions was made by a Mormon, who said that it 
was not yet settled whether one wife or six was Christianity. It was 
practically on that basis that we got into the fight. 

Senator Dubois. Did they state what the political effect to the party 
would be of the passage of these resolutions? 

Mr. Jackson. They said that it would drive away every Mormon 
vote; that the Mormon people would regard this resolution against 
polygamy as a direct reference to the Mormon Church and as a threat 
to attack it. They told us that if we passed this resolution it would 
defeat our ticket. They stated that it was their belief that we had an 
equal chance in the State to carry our, election if we did not introduce 
this resolution. They threatened that if we did pass this resolution 
they would leave us, and they did. 
Senator McComas. Did they bolt the convention? 
Mr. Jackson. No, sir. 

Senator Overman. Did any of the Mormons vote the Democratic 
ticket? 

Mr. Jackson. Not one of them. 
The Chairman. Proceed, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tatler. As the campaign progressed was there anything that 
occurred of a public character of which you have knowledge, bearing 
upon this situation? 

Mr. Jackson. As soon as the campaign developed and I returned to 
Boise, I visited the southeastern counties, Mormon counties, and called 
a meeting of the countv committee and the State committeeman from 
that county, and also of leading citizens in the Democratic faith, for 
the purpose of outlining the campaign and of finding out how the 
Mormons were going to act. I went to Idaho Falls, in Bingham 
County, to Pocatello, and to Montpelier, in Bear Lake County. 

Senator Dubois. Pocatello is in what county ? 

Mr. Jackson. In Bannock County. 

There 1 was toJd it would be impossible for me to secure any support 
at all in the Mormon counties. The striking thing was this, that the 
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gentiles there, whether they were Eepablicans or Democrats, would 
come to me privately, when they were sure they were not observed, 
and say, " We arewith you, we are going to support your ticket, but 
we do not dare come out and say so. If it were Known that we were 

foing to vote the Democratic ticket it would ruin us in business." 
hey said, u We will be unable to take any part with you in this cam 
paign, but you can count on us to vote with you." 

One of the members of the committee in Bannock County, after 
making a speech in this meeting which I had called and declaring that 
the Mormons were good people and that he had lived among them and 
found them all right, audit was an outrage that we were persecuting 
them, left that meeting and took me aside, and he said: " Jackson, you 
know the reason that makes me make this speech. If I didn't stand in 
with these people, I couldn't live here; but I am'going to vote for you 
justr the same." 

In Montpelier one of the leading voung* Mormons attended the meet- 
ing. He was not a member in good standing. He had offended, some 
years affo, President Budge in a political matter. President Budge 
directed him 

Mr. Tayleb. You mean Stake President Budget 

Mr. Jackson. Stake President Budge directed him to do certain 
things regarding politics which this Mormon refused to do on the 
ground that he was not bound to obey President Budge in political 
matters. This Mormon was thrown out of the church for disobedience. 
I believe they call it being out of harmony with them. He has since 
been endeavoring to be reinstated. He came to my meeting at Mont- 
pelier and said: "Mr. Jackson, we are very glad that this matter has 
come up in this way." Then he drew out of his pocket a clipping 
from the Deseret News, which he stated was the official organ of the 
church. He said: "Any editorial which appears in this paper is taken 
by the Mormons generally to be authentic and as representing the 
authorities of the church." I can not remember much of this clipping 
except the main idea, in these words, that anyone in the church who, 
by reason of his ecclesiastical position, endeavored to influence politi- 
cal action was a hypocrite, a liar, and an enemy of the church. This 

gentleman then said: "Taking that as being true, every man of us 
ere knows that President Budge is a hypocrite, a liar, and an enemy 
of the church, because there is not a man present but what knows that 
in every election President Budge directs the voters of this county how 
to vote." This gentleman stated at that meeting: "The time has now 
come for the Mormons of Bear Lake County to show the people of 
Idaho that they are men and not a bunch of cattle; that they can vote 
their consciences and not be driven." 

That was very satisfactory to me, as Bear Lake is practically the seat 
of war with us. President Budge is the controlling political factor in 
the Mormon situation in Idaho, and this was his home county. I 
arranged with this gentleman and the State committeeman there to 
provide for my meetings and look after the speakers when they were 
sent into that county. They agreed to do so. A short time after that 
I telegraphed these gentlemen that the candidate for governor was 
coming down to speak in their county, and asked them to procure the 
hall and make arrangements for him. This man who was so emphatic 
in rejoicing that this question was being urged at this time telegraphed 
back to me that he hadn't any money or any time to devote to a crusade 
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against a church, a people, or a faith, and that those people who believed 

iu such warfare should conduct it. 
Mr* Van Cott. Was he a Morman or a gentile? 

Mr. Jackson. This is the man who made the statement to me 

Mr. Van Cott. I just wanted to know whether he was a Mormon or 

a gentile. 

Mr. Jackson. He was a Mormon — not in good standing, however. 

All during the campaign I had the greatest difficulty in securing 
chairmen of my meetings in the southeast. There are few gentiles in 
business in the southeastern part of our State who dare to come out 
openly and take a position in opposition to what they think is oppo- 
sition to the Mormon Church. 

Senator Dubois. I want to ask this question right there. I think it 
is in line. Did these county conventions in the Mormon counties 
indorse our State platform f 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir. 

Senator Dubois. It seems to me it is in line there, if it will not dis- 
concert you 

Mr. Jackson. Not at all. 

Senator Dubois. To detail what action was taken in these Mormon 
counties by the Democratic party. 

_ Mr. Jackson. The matter of the county conventions was watched 
with a great deal of anxiety by the State committee. The Mormons^ 
threatened to hold no county conventions whatever. They, however, 
in every instance, did hold county conventions. In only one county 
was the State platform indorsed, and that simply by the statement, 
"We indorse the National and State platforms, no specific reference 
being made to this plank. 

The Chairman. Mr. Jackson, you may suspend now, as the time 
for the meeting of the Senate is near at hand. 

1 will say to cbunsel on both sides that to-day there is a special 
order in the Senate to vote upon a proposition at 3 o'clock, and the 
Senators on the committee will want" to oe present. I therefore sug- 
gest it would be better to adjourn until to-morrow morning at 10 
o'clock, as we could only put in an hou* 1 this afternoon, anyhow; and, 
really, Senators will want to be present all the afternoon. - 

Senator McComas. I would like to ask just one question in that 
connection before we stop. After you had the returns of this election 
for governor, I should like to know whether you have any comment 
upon a variation from the prior party strength in gubernatorial elec- 
tions in the anti-Mormon and the Mormon counties. 

Mr. Tatler. I will say, Senator, that we have quite an interesting 
little phase of his testimony which relates to that subject and answers 
that question, 

Senator McComas. I would like to have it answered now. 
Mr. Jackson. I beg your pardon, Senator. I did not get the drift 
of the question. 

Senator McComas. I would like to know if you looked over the 
returns of the election, comparing this election for governor with sev- 
eral prior elections for governor in Idaho; and if so, did you note any 
marked difference in the vote of the Democratic and Republican par- 
ties in Mormon and in anti-Mormon counties? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir; it is very plain. 

Senator McComas. What is plain i 
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Mr. Jackson. It is very plain that all the Mormons in the Mormon 
counties voted against the Democratic party, and that the increase in 
the normal makrities in those counties is tremendous. 

Senator MoComas. And how was it in the anti-Mormon counties in 
respect to the two candidates for governor compared with former 
gubernatorial elections? 

Mr. Jackson. The pluralities in the gentile counties increased. 

Senator MoComas. For the Democrats? 

Mr. Jackson. For the Republicans. The Republicans carried the 
State overwhelming v; but the falling off in tne gentile counties of 
the normal vote which the Republican candidate should have received 
had the ratio of his gains been kept up is very marked. 

Mr. Taixeb. I do not want to leave it at that point. Is it not a 
fact, Mr. Jackson, that there is a very striking difference between the 
growth of the Republican vote in the Mormon counties and the growth 
of the Republican vote in the gentile counties? 

Mr. Jackson. Very striking indeed. 

Mr. Tatlbk. Indicating a local influence operating to produce that 
result? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Chaibhan. The committee will stand adjourned until to-morrow 
morning at 10 o'clock, and I will say to counsel that as there will be 
no session of the Senate to-morrow we can go along for the entire day. 

The committee (at 12 o'clock m.) adjourned until Saturday, Decem- 
ber 17, 1904, at 10 o'clock a. m. 



Washington, D. C., December 17, 1904. 
The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Present: Senators Burrows (chairman), McComas, Pettus, Du- 
bois, and Overman; also Senator Smoot; also R. W. Tayler, counsel 
for protectants: A. S. Worthington and Waldemar Van Cott, counsel 
for the respondent; and Franklin H. Richards, counsel for certain 
witnesses. 

TESTIMOHY OF CHARLES H. J ACKB05 — EESXTMED. 

The Chaibman. Mr. Tayler, are you ready to proceed? 
Mr. Tatleb. Call Mr. Jackson. 

The Chaibman. Mr. Jackson, will you please resume the stand? 

Chabmss H. Jackson, having been previously sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows : 

Mr. T\yleb. Mr. Jackson, at the time of the adjournment yester- 
day you were speaking of the vote at the last election in the several 
counties of Idaho and made some general comparison between the 
increase in ihe Republican vote or majority in the gentile counties 
as compared with the increase in the Republican vote or majority in 
the so-called Mormon counties. IVill you proceed along the line you 
were pursuing at that time? 

Mr. Jackson. A comparison of the Republican vote of 1902 and 
that of this year shows that the great bulk of the Republican major- 
ity in Idaho this year was cast in the six Mormon counties. 
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Senator Dubois. If you please, you are, as I understand it, insti- 
tuting a comparison between the Presidential vote and the vote on 
governor! 

Mr. Jackson. No, air ; I am comparing the vote of the governor in 
both years. 

Senator Dubois, You are comparing the vote on governor? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 
The Chairman. Proceed. 

Mr. Jackson. I am taking the vote of 1902, because up to that 
time the Mormon counties were strongly Democratic In 1902 the 
Republican party carried Idaho for the first time since 1896, and I 
ma Ice the comparison with that vote for the reason that it, if any- 
thing, is more liberal in an estimate for the Republicans than any 
prior year would be, and still it shows less of change in the vote than 
any year back of it would show. 

Mr. Tatler. Before you proceed with that, you say " for the first 
time since 1896." 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Did the Republicans carry Idaho in 1896? 
Mr. Jackson. No, sir; since 1896, 1 mean. 
Senator Dubois. Did the Republicans carry Idaho in 1892? 
Mr, Jackson. No, sir; the electoral vote of Idaho was cast for 
General Weaver. 

Mr, Tayler. The inference that might be drawn from your remarks 
is that it went Republican in 1896. 

Mr. Jackson. No; it went overwhelmingly Democratic in 1896. 
The Mormon counties were, you might say, almost unanimous for 
free silver in those years. 

Mr. Tayler. Proceed. 

Mr. Jackson. Between 1902 and 1904 there has been a great increase 
in the population of Idaho. The vote of this year in the Mormon 
countieHnows hardly any increase at all The *great increase in the 
vote appears in the gentile counties. The 6 Mormon counties gave 
Mr. Gooding, the Republican candidate for governor, a plurality of 
nearly 10,000. The 15 gentile counties, where the increase in the 
vote amounted to about 7,000, gave Mr. Gooding about 7,000 plurality. 

Mr. Tavler. Is that all you desire to say to complete the statement 
regarding that vote ? 

Mr. Jackson. That is a general summary of the vote, without going 
into the different counties. 

Mr. Tayler. I do not care about separating the counties. How did 
the candidate for governor run as compared with the candidate for 
President in the two parts of the State designated gentile and 
Mormon? . 

Mr. Jackson. In the gentile counties the Republican candidate for 
governor ran way behind Mr. Roosevelt's vote and in the Mormon 
counties he actually exceeded Mr. Roosevelt's vote in some of them, 
and in all of them his plurality was in excess of Mr. Roosevelt's. On 
the Democratic side Mr. Heitreld, the Democratic candidate for gov- 
ernor, ran ahead of Mr. Parker in the gentile counties and in the 
Mormon counties ran behind him. 

Mr. Tayler. Now, what else, Mr. Jackson, occurs to you as suitable 
to be said in relation to this matter of church influence in politics in 
Idaho? 
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Mr, Jackson. I was continuing a statement of the history of the 
campaign when the Senator asked me in regard to this vote. I had 
spoken of my meeting with the Democratic county committees in the 
Mormon counties and making arrangements for the campaign there. 
During the campaign it was with the greatest difficulty that I. could 
hold meetings in the Mormon counties. I could not get anyone to act 
as chairman* So great was the trouble in this regard that I was 
compelled to send from Boise to the southeastern counties men to take 
personal charge of these meetings. 

1 tried to hold a meeting with the candidate for governor at Rex- 
burg, a purely Mormon settlement, and I could not get a single man 
to (hire to take the position of chairman of that meeting. Finally, 
in extremity, our representative went and explained the situation to 
the Mormons, and said it would seem a very strange thing if in this 
community we could not get a chairman, and it was through the Mor- 
mons that we arranged a chairman, one of the Mormons presiding at 
the meeting. 

Some of the meetings were interrupted. At one meeting that we 
held in Oneida County, the Mormon chairman, after our candidate 
for Congress had finished, took the floor and explained to the audi- 
ence that he was not in accord with the party; that he did not be- 
lieve that this persecution of polygamy should continue; that there 
was no reason why polygamists in that State should be troubled. 

During the meetings which were held toward the close of the cam- 
paign I was at all tunes apprehensive for the peace of the meeting, 
ana in some cases in regard to the safety of the men making the 
speeches. There came to my knowledge open threats against some 
of our speakers, and I was bombarded at all times by letters and tele- 
grams from the southeast, telling of the active interference of the 
Mormon bishops, of their holding what were called " priesthood meet- 
ings,' 9 and of the general activity of the Mormon leaders to influence 
the vote in that section. 

I think that covers the general situation. 

Mr. Taylejs. You think that covers the general subject you have 
in mind! I think you can inquire, Mr, Van Cott 
The Chairman. Is that all, Mr. Taylor f 
Mr. Tatler. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Which apostles of the Mormon Church went to 
Idaho and stated that it was a revelation that they should vote such 
and such a ticket, and likewise that it was the desire of the church 
that they should do so? 

Mr. Jackson. In 1902 it was charged that Apostle Mathias Cowley 
went through Oneida County directing the people there to vote the 
Republican ticket as being the will of the church. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you see him! 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir. * 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you hear him If 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. How did this word come to you ? 

Mr. Jackson. It came to me through the protests of Mormon 
Democrats of Oneida County. They had nominated a county ticket 
there, and Apostle Mathias Cowley went through saying, especially to 
the women, that the church desired the election of the Republican 
ticket: and the Mormon leaders themselves, the Democrats who were 
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on oar county ticket there, proposed to withdraw their county ticket 
as a rebuke to the church ana to Apostle Mathias Cowley for his 
interference. 

Mr. Van Cott. What year was tbatt 

Mr. Jackson, 1902. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was there any other apostle! 

Mr Jackson. I have known of Apostle John Henry Smith being 
in the State making political speeches. 

Mr. Van Cott. Stating it was a revelation to vote such and such 
a ticket! 

Mr. Jackson. It is always a revelation when an apostle of the 
Mormon Church addresses the Mormon people. 
Mr. Van Cott. Was that my question? 
Mr. Jackson. That is the answer to it. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did John Henry Smith say it was a revelation to 
vote such and such a ticket! 

Mr. Jackson: His personal presence there was the revelation* He 
did not actually state it in words. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that true of M. F. Cowley? 

Mr. Jackson. It is true regarding every leading official of the 
Mormon Church. 

Mr. Van Cott. And the same answer holds true? 

Mr. Jackson. That their presence in a political campaign is a 
direct revelation to Mormon voters how to vote. 

Mr. Van Cott. You also stated that John Henry Smith was instru- 
mental in passing the bounty law for sugar. Is that correct? 

Mr. Jackson, lie is accredited with being the agent who came to 
Boise City and procured the passage of that act through the legis- 
lature. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you any personal knowledge of that? 

Mr. Jackson. Only in the general knowledge of the community. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is, as people gossip and as rumors go around ! 

Mr. Jackson. As stated in the newspapers and as people who were 
in attendance on the legislature told me ; that they had seen the man 
there and heard him talk, and it was the general public information 
on the subject 

Mr. Van Cott. Did anyone ever tell you that he had heard John 
Henry Smith working in any manner whatsoever to procure the pas- 
sage of the law giving a bounty on sugar $ 

Mr. Jackson. It is, as I say, the public information of the State in 
regard to the matter. 

Mr. Van Cott. You stated that the bounty on sugar 

Mr. WoRTHiNGTON. He has not answered vour question. 

Mr. Van Cott. I believe I am satisfied with the answer in the way 
he put it [To the witness.] Yon stated that the bounty on sugar 
amounted, in 1893, to something like $76,000? 

Mr. Jackson. I think so. Those ^are practically the exact figures 
as furnished to me. I applied to one of the managers of the sugar 
factories, and those were the figures that he furnished to me. 

Mr. Van Cott. Has any money whatever been paid out as a bounty 
on sugar in Idaho? 

Mr. Jacksox. None whatever. 

M^.. Van Cott. How much did the legislature appropriate as a 
bounty on sugar? 

S. Doc. 486, 69-1, vol 2 14 
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Mr. Jackson. Twenty thousand dollars. 

Mr. Van Cott. So that while vou say there were $76,000 that would 
be earned in 1908 and about $150,000 earned in 1904, only $20,000 was 
appropriated and not one penny has been paid out? 

Sir* Jackson. They ran up against the auditor in regard to the 
payment of the sugar bounty. 

Sir, Van Cott* Would you be kind enough to answer my question ? 
Then you can explain it . 

Mr. Jackson. Certainly; nothing has been paid out yet 

Mr. Van Cott. Now explain, if you wish to do so. 

Mr. Jackson. The sugar bounties were to be paid by warrants. 
It was the understanding when the legislature passed the sugar- 
bounty bill that the sugar bounty would practically amount to only 
$20,000. But so many sugar factories came in and the acreage of 
sugar beets was so great that the bounty earned in the first year 
alone was $76,000. When it came time to settle for it, the father of 
the bill, a Mr. Turner, a senator at that time, who had since been 
elected to the office of State auditor, became convinced that the sugar- 
bounty bill was unconstitutional, and he refused to pay any bounty; 
and it is the judgment of the people of Idaho that ne was denied a 
renomination by the Mormons on that account 

Mr. Van Cott. You said that Mr. Turner was the father of the 
bounty bill ! 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. I think he was the one who introduced it, 
sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was he a Gentile f 

Mr. Jackson. I think he is. I am sure I do not know. Some say 
he is a Mormon and some say he is not Personally I have no knowl- 
edge on the subject I believe he is married to a Mormon. I do not 
know whether he himself is a Mormon or not 

Mr. Van Cott. What county does he live in! 

Mr. Jackson. Bannock, Pocatello. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is he a Republican f 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. A Republican legislature passed the bounty law! 
Mr. Jackson* Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Personally, I suppose you are opposed to bounties! 

Mr. Jackson. Yea, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. As a Democrat! 

Mr. Jackson. The bounty law that was passed in the Democratic 
legislature the session before was vetoed by the Democratic governor. 
Mr. Van Cott. Was a majority of that legislature Democratic! 
Mr. Jackson. Of 1902! 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And they passed a bounty law ! 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. Anything that the Mormon Church asks 
for in Idaho is granted, whether it is a Republican or a Democratic 
. legislature. 

Mr. Van Cott. How, coming to ty factories that you say were 
established and, of which you say three out of four are Mormon, 
which three are controlled by the Mormons! 

Mr. Jackson. The one in Sugar City, near St Anthony; the one 
near Rexburg, and the one at Idaho Falls. 
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Mr. Van Cott. Is one of them at a place called Garland? 
Mr. Jackson. I do not know. I never heard that name. 
Mr. Van Cott. Which was the first one? 

Mr. Jackson. There is a sugar factory at Sugar City, I think they 
call it, near St. Anthony. 

Mr. Van C6tt. Do you know whether Mr. Havemeyer and his asso- 
ciates own half of the stock in that factory ? 

Mr. Jackson. I do not I know that President Joseph F. Smith, 
of the Mormon Church, is president of that concern. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did I ask you that? 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did I not ask you whether Mr. Havemeyer and his 
associates owned half of the stock? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir; and I answered that. 
Mr. Van Cott. I did not ask you about the other . 
Mr. Jackson. No. 

Mr. Van Cott. What Mormons do you know of who hold stock in 
the sugar factory at Sugar City ? 

Mr. Jackson. I presume the president of the company must hold 
stock. I do not know it as a matter of personal knowledge, but I 
know who the president is. 

Mr. Van Cott. Waiving that one 

Mr. Jackson. And the manager of the concern. 

Mr. Van Cott, Who is he? 

Mr. Jackson. A man by the name of Cutler. 
. Mr. Van Cott. Anyone else? 

Mr. Jackson. I can not recall the names of the others in connection 
with that company. Those are two— the president and the manager. 

Mr. Van Cott. jDo you know what stock they own ? 

Mr. Jackson. No. 

Mr. Van Cott. You do not know then that they control the major- 
ity of the stock? x 

Mr. Jackson. Well, usually, the president controls. I take it as 
an inference. If he does not control he is not elected president 
usually. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that all on which your answer. is based^-this 
inference as to its being a Mormon sugar factory or controlled by 
Mormons? 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir. When the sugar industry of Idaho started 
in it was made a great public celebration. It was emphasized that 
that was a Mormon business, and because President Joseph F. Smith 
came up there from Salt Lake City and, with others of the hierarchy, 
met the governor of the State, and they laid the corner stone with 
great solemnity, it left the impression on my mind that it was a 
Mormon enterprise pure and simple, from the fact that the high 
dignitaries attended the laying of the foundation stone of the first 
factory. 

Mr. Van Cott. Will you say positively of your knowledge that 
the Mormon Church owns more than a small fraction of the stock in 
the factory at Sugar City ? 

Mr. Jackson. I do not know what percentage they own. 

Mr. Van Cott. Will you say that the Mormons themselves own 
more than 30 per cent of "all the stock in that sugar factory — of your 
own knowledge, I mean? 
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Mr. Jackson. I do not know anything in regard to the stockhold- 
ing. I only know certain policies and the reputation of the business. 

Mr. Tab Cott. I suppose, Mr. Jackson, without going into details 
with respect to these other factories, that you would make substan- 
tially the same answer as to them? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes. 

Mr, Van Cott. Now, calling your attention to the governor who 
was elected in 1896 — who was elected governor in 1896 ? 
Mr. Jackson. Frank Steunenberg. 
Mr. Van Cott. Was he a Republican or a Democrat? 
Mr. Jackson. A Democrat. 
Mr. Van Cott. And a gentile! 
Mr. Jackson. And a gentile. 
Mr. Van Cott. Who was elected in 1898 ? 

Mr. Jackson. Governor Steunenberg was renominated. It is the 
unwritten law of our State to renominate the governor. 
Mr. Van Cott. Who was elected in 18981 
Mr. Jackson. Who was what? 
Mr. Van Cott. Who was elected! 
Mr. Jackson. He was. 
Mr. Van Cott. Frank Steunenberg? 
Mr. Jackson. The same person, 
llr. Van Cott. In 1900 who was elected? 
Mr. Jackson. Governor Frank Hunt 
Mr. Van Cott. In 1902! 
Mr. Jackson. Governor Morrison. 
Mr. Van Cott. What was the politics of Governor Hunt? 
Mr. Jackson. He was a Democrat. 

Mr. Van Cott. And in 1902 Mr. Morrison. Was he a gentile? 
Mr. Jackson. A gentile Republican. 
Mr. Van Cott. And in 1901 Frank R. Gooding was elected? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Whom did the Democrats nominate in 1900? 

Mr. Jackson. Frank W. Hunt was elected governor in 1900. 

Mr. Van Cott. 1902, 1 should have said. 

Mr. Jackson- Governor Hunt was renominated. 

Mr. Van Cott. And these elections are what you denominate the 
unwritten law of Idaho in regard to the nomination of governors? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir; I think there has been no break in that 
precedent, except in the present year. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, take Governor Morrison, in 1902. I under- 
stood you to say that he came into collision with part of the Repub- 
lican leaders. Is that correct? • 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir; after he was elected governor, as the public 
understand it, he did not comply with all the wishes of the poli- 
ticians of his party. 

Mr. Van Cott. He was in antagonism with a good many of them ? 

Mr. Jackson. He was in antagonism with Mr. Gooding, who was 
then the chairman. 

Mr. Van Cott. Of the Republican party? 

Mr. Jackson. Of the Republican party. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was not Governor Morrison also opposed by the 
leading Republican representatives from Latah County? 
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Mr. Jackson. There was a candidate for governor from Latah 
County. When you say " leading," I do not know, 

Mr. Van Cott, Well, eliminate that word, if it in any way inter* 
feres with the answer. 

Mr. Jackson. My understanding, without having any personal 
knowledge, but simply from the newspaper reports of the conditions 
in Latah County, is that Latah County was always reckoned as a 
Morrison county, as it was called. 

Mr. Van Cott. In 1902 did not the delegates from Latah County 
oppose Governor Morrison and oppose his nomination? 

Mr. Jackson. In 1902? 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jackson. Without referring to the paper, I could not answer. 
I do not remember. 

Mr, Van Cott. The Congressman from Idaho in that year was 
Mr. French, was it not? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. A Republican and gentile ? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did he oppose Governor Morrison! 
Mr. Jackson. In 1902? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jackson. I do not remember. I can not 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, coming to 1904, of course Mr. Gooding was 
opposed to Governor Morrison,because Mr. Gooding was elected? 
Mr. Jackson, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was Congressman French opposed to him? 
Mr. Jackson. Not, as I understand it, until the pressure had been 
applied to him. 

Mr. Van Cott. You did not understand before that that he was 
opposed to him? . _, 

Mr. Jackson. He was quoted in the paper as being strong for Mor- 
rison — the leading Republican paper. I get most of my ideas of the 
Republican party and its leaders and policies through that paper. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is where you get that information? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. , ' 

Mr. Van Cott. You stated yesterday that the representatives from 
Latah County were instructed for Governor Morrison. 

Mr, Jackson. I believe that is correct. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that not incorrect, Mr. Jackson? As a matter 
of fact, were they not instructed simply to support Mr. French for 
Congressman and in all other respects were entirely uninstructed ? 

Mr. Jackson. That is not the way I understand it or the way it 
was represented to me by the Republicans who were favoring Gov- 
ernor Morrison's election. 

Mr. Van Cott. Would you say the actual fact is not as I have 
stated it? 

Mr. Jackson. I beg your pardon ; I did not catch the drift of your 
question. • . 

Mr. Van Cott. Would you undertake to say that the actual fact is 
not as I have stated it? 

Mr. Jackson. I can not tell you what the actual fact is, because I 
am getting this information from conversations with the Republican 
leaders who were favorable to Governor Morrison, and they said to 
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me that Latah County had been instructed for Governor Morrison. 
What the actual fact is — what the resolution of the county convention 
may have been— I do not know. 

Mr. Van Cott. Could you at present call to mind one Republican 
in Latah County who gave you that information? 

Mr. Jackson. It was not the information from Latah County. It 
was from people whom I met in Boise. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, coming to the convention itself, in 1904, that 
nominated Mr. Gooding, how many delegates were there in that con- 
vention ? 

Mr. Jackson. I do not know. I can not keep track of the Repub- 
lican conventions. It is hard enough to keep track of the Demo- 
cratic. 

Mr. Van Cott. Let me make a suggestion and see if it refreshes 
your recollection. Do you think 285 would be the correct number ? 

Mr. Jackson. I should think it is something like that, I believe 
that the Democratic convention was composed of about that number. 

Mr. Van Cott. I am informed, Mr. Jackson, that 285 is the correct 
number, and for the present I will assume that that is the number. 

Mr. Jackson. That would be somewhere near it 

Mr. Van Cott. You think that the Mormon counties of which you 
speak would have about a third of the representation ? 

Mr. Jackson. I do not know. I can not answer about that, because 
it is Republican policy. In our State we fix the delegates according 
to the number of Democratic votes cast, and I presume the same rule 
is followed in Republican conventions. So I would not know how 
many delegates the Mormon counties cast in a Republican conven- 
tion. 

Mr. Van Cott. Assuming it is about the same, then there would be 
about a third of the 285 who would come from the Mormon counties? 

Mr. Jackson. Assuming that it is about the same, yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Would it be your judgment that it would be in pro- 
portion to their representation in the legislature? 

Mr. Jackson. In that year Mr. Morrison's plurality came from the 
north, and consequently there was a larger Republican vote in 
northern Idaho than in the Mormon counties, and I should judge that 
there would be a greater representation, on a basis of a ratio of dele- 
gates to votes cast, from the north than from the Mormon counties. 

Mr. Van Cott. So that probably the Mormon counties would not 
have a third? 

Mr. Jackson. I should say somewhere about that; perhaps between 
a quarter and a third. 

Mr. Van Cott. Will you explain, Mr. Jackson, what justified you 
in making the statement you did yesterday that the Mormons con- 
trolled in the nomination of the governor, for instance, Frank R. 
Gooding, if they hold only a third of the representation? 

Mr. Jackson. The politicians of Idaho know, regardless of their 
politics, that whichever way the Mormons vote so goes the State. 
No man can be elected governor in our State without the Mormon sup- 
port, and no party can De successful without it. Therefore, when the 
Mormons come* up in a bunch and indicate a preference for any man, 
the poiticians are usually too glad to put that man on the ticket. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is, the one-third of the convention wags the 
two thirds and make3 it go the way it desires. Is that correct? 
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Mr. Jackson That is apparently so. 
Mr. Van Cotv. Apparently so? 

Mr. Jackson. But you must remember that in the balance of our 
State, especially in the southern counties, there are strong Mormon 
settlements, which go to control part of what are called the Gentile 
counties. The Mormon Church absolutely controls six counties, and 
it holds practically the balance of power in six other counties. So, 
while ostensibly the number of Mormons in our conventions or in our 
legislature is apparently only one-third, yet as a matter of fact the 
control is always in the hands or the Mormon Church, because they 
hold the balance of power in the other counties and they use the Gen- 
tiles there as well as the Mormons to represent them. 

Mrs. Van Cott. That is, the Gentiles are willing to subserve the will 
of the Mormon Church, in your opinion ? 

Mr. Jackson. I think when an election is offered to a man if he 
will do certain things that nine times out of ten they will do it. That 
has been my experience. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is your opinion of the Gentiles in Idaho? . 

Mr. Jackscn. Not of the Gentiles, but of the politicians. 

Mr. Van Cott. The politicians can not carry the conventions and 
the elections? 

Mr. Jackson. I have usually found that the politicians have a great 
deal to say about it. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, do I understand you to say that the Mormons 
can elect their own representatives, so as* to hold a majority in a con- 
vention? 

Mr. Jackson. They can, by their six Mormon counties and the 
influence which they have in other counties, control. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is, they endeavor to exert an influence over 
Gentiles, and do exert it? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Van Cott. Is Mr. Gooding a Mormon ? 

Mr. Jackson. I can not tell you, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. He is reputed by everybody to be a Gentile and to 



Mr. Jackson. Well, I have heard as many people say he is a Mor- 
mon as I have heard say that he is a Gentile, so I am in doubt. 

Mr. Van Cott. In tne election returns or Idaho for the year 1904, 
I understood you to state that all of the Mormons voted for Mr. Good- 



Mr. Jackson. That is the way I looked at it. 
Mr. Van Cott. I call your attention to what appear to be the 
returns of the Idaho election for 1904. The copy I hand you is not 
certified, but I assume that it is correct. It appears to be. Would 
you think so, Mr. J ackson ? 

Mr. Jackson (after examining). Yes, sir; I should say from some 
of these returns that I recognize that this is official. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling your attention, for instance, to the vote 
for governor, do you mean to say that Mr. Gooding would not have 
been elected if the Mormons had not voted for him ? 
Mr. Jackson. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. He would have been elected if every vote in every 
Mormon county had never been counted? 
Mr. Jackson. No, sir; he would have been defeated. 





Is that correct? 



216 BEED SHOOT. 

Mr. Van Cott. I will ask you, then, to look at the returns before 
you, and state what was the vote for Mr. Gooding? 
Mr. Jackson. The total vote? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes, sir, 

Mr, Jackson. Forty-one thousand eight hundred and seventy- 
seven, 

Mr, Van Cott. What was Mr. Heitfeld's vote? 

Mr. Jackson. Twenty-four thousand oiie hundred and ninety-two. 

Mr. Van Cott. His plurality was 17,685 f 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. ' 

Mr. Van Cott. I will ask you if the total vote of the six Mormon 
counties in Idaho, for the .Republican candidate for governor, was 
not only 14,668,. about three thousand less than Mr. Gooding's major- 
ity in tne Gentile counties? 

Mr. Jackson. What was the total vote in the six Mormon counties ? 

Mr. Van Cott. Fourteen thousand six hundred and sixty-eight. 

Mr. Jackson. Assuming that to be correct, that would have been 
less, apparently, than Mr. Gooding's plurality. But such is not the 
case. It is only an apparent situation. 

Mr. Van Cott. If you take all the Mormon counties and throw 
their votes out, eliminate them, Mr. Gooding would still have a plu- 
rality of over 8,000 votes over Mr. Heitfeld. 

Mr. Jackson. But when you have thrown out the votes of the six 
Mormon counties you have not by ariy means thrown out the Mormon 
vote of the State. 

Mr, Van Cott. That is, these gentiles who are influenced by the 
Mormons to vote? 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir; it is the Mormons themselves. There are 
settlements in practically all of the southern tier of what are called 
w gentile counties " — strong Mormon settlements. 

Mr. Van Cott. Take these six Mormon counties, as they are called. 
Are there not gentiles in all of those counties? 

Mr. Jackson. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And in the question I put to you, I told you to 
eliminate the whole vote in those six counties. 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And still Mr. Gooding is elected ? 

Mr. Jackson. If you eliminate the whole vote of those counties 
Mr. Gooding would have had a very much better chance, because, as 
I understand it, almost all the gentiles, whether they were Democrats 
or Republicans, in those Mormon counties voted to support our 
ticket 

Mr. Van Cott. Notwithstanding that, the Republican ticket was 
overwhelmingly elected ? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott, Now, coming to the vote itself, do you say that 
the Republican candidate for governor in what vou have called the 
Mormon counties received a very much larger increase of the vote 
between 1902 and 1904 than did Governor Gooding in the gentile 
counties? . 

Mr. Jackson, Yes, sir. His plurality in the Mormon counties Was 
about four times what it was the year before, whereas in the gentile 
counties it was only double. 
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Mr. Van Cott. Would you be kind enough to look at these returns 
again? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Van, Cott. Is Bannock County what you call a Mormon 
county? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. I will ask you if it is not a fact that the increase 
between the vote for governor in 1902 and 1904 was just about 33 J 
per cent gain for the Republicans? 

Mr. Jackson. I think I made some comparative statements. 

Mr, Van Cott, You have the returns for 1902 right before you. 

Mr. Jackson, I went over these figures and made a tabulation. If 
I had that paper here I could answer the question without going " 
through the figures again. 

Mr. Van Cott. I would hardly want you to take the time to 
figure it. 

Mr. Tayler, He has some figures there, but he could not figure 
from your table without taking time. 

Mr. Van Cott. I would rather not press the question than to have 
him start to figure, unless he has the figures in mind. 

Mr. Jackson. I have the general figures here for the six Mormon 
counties. They show that in 1902 the Republican plurality was 2,751, 
and this year 9,992. 

Mr. Van Cott. I desire to get at it in another way, so as to identify 
the counties. 

Mr. Jackson. The six Mormon counties are Bannock, Bear Lake, 
Bingham, Cache, Fremont, and Oneida. 

Mr. Van Cott. Let me call your attention for a moment to Koo- 
tenai County, Was not the Republican increase, for governor, be- 
tween 1902 and 1904, about 100 per cent? 

Mr. Jackson. Between 1902 and 1904? 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes. In 1902 was not the Republican vote for gov- 
ernor 1,894, and in 1904 3,555 ? 

Mr. Jackson. There was an extraordinary increase there. There 
had been a great influx of population in Kootenai County, and what- 
ever the percentage is, it is a very great increase. 

Mr. Van Cott. In Lincoln County, was not the increase about 50 
percent? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes; but Lincoln County, of course, is Gooding's 
home county. 

Mr. Van Cott. In Canyon County, was it not very nearly 50 per 
cent? 

Mr. Jackson. I do not know. 

Mr, Van Cott. In the Mormon counties, as you have called 'them, 
was the increase in any instance more than 50 per cent, and did it not 
run down as low as 30 per cent, between 1902 and 1904, for governor? 
1 am talking about the vote for governor all the time. 

Mr. Jackson. Perhaps I do not catch the drift of your question ; 
but we suffered a most extraordinary loss for Bear Lake. 

Mr. Van Cott. The fact is all I want 

Mr. Jackson. How is that? 

Mr. Van Cott. The fact is all I want. 

Mr. Jackson, I am trying to get at the fact through the figures. 
What per cent did you say? What was the minimum 1 
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Mr. Van Oorr. About 80 per cent— from 25 to 50 per cent increase; 
in the Mormon counties in the Republican vote for governor, while in) 
some of the gentile counties did ft not run as high as almost 100 peit 
cent? I am speaking of the increase in the vote for governor between* 
1902 and 1904 in favor of the Republicans, 

Mr, Jackson. I do not think so. I think my figures show that in 
the Mormon \ counties the Republicans got practically four times what 
they had in 1902. I do not know what percentage you are figuring 
on. And in the balance of the State, where the great increase in the* 
vote occurred, where all of the new voters voted,, apparently, the 
increase was Just about double. 

Mr. Van Cott. Of courae, the figures speak for themselves, I sup- 
pose. I will call your attention to those later, to go into the record. 
But I ask you if my figures are not correct, as I have stated them ta 
yout 

Mr. Jackson. I do not think they are. 

Mr. Van Cott. You do not think they are? 

Mr. Jackson. No. Perhaps I do not understand you. I am giv- 
ing you the result of my summary in actual figures. Perhaps vou can 
show me where I am not in accord with you. In the 15 gentile coun- 
ties Mr. Gooding's plurality this year was 7,693. Mr. Morrison's 
plurality in those same counties was 3,100. It was a little over double 
this vear. Now, in the Mormon counties, Mr. Morrison's plurality 
was 2,750, and this year it was 9,992. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Gooding's plurality! 

Mr. Jackson. Yea, sir: Gooding's. In other words, in the Mor- 
mon counties the Republican plurality was increased almost four 
times, and that increase was without any corresponding increase in 
the vote itself. There was a slight increase in the Mormon counties, 
but nothing as it should have been if the proportions were carried out. 

Now, in the gentile counties there is a tremendous increase in the 
vote. Nearly 7,000 new votes were cast in the 15 gentile counties.. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is it not a fact that in some counties in Idaho the 
Republican candidate for governor, for instance, actually lost votes 
between 1902 and 1904 f 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. ^ 

Mr. Van Cott. There may be local disturbances that influenced 
thai That is correct, is it not! 

Mr. Jackson. There were not local disturbances. There was one 
grand fight on one single principle. 

Mr. Van Cott. I will come to that single principle later. The 
fluctuations in the vote nationally, as I suppose you have noticed, are 
sometimes very violent. 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir; I noticed that in the last election. There 
seemed to be a violent upheaval now and then. 

Mr. Van Cott. I do not suppose you would intimate for a moment 
that the Mormon Church changed the politics of Missouri f 

Mr. Jackson. I do not intimate that the Mormon Church does any- 
thing except what I know of in Idaho. I know what it did do there. 

Mr. Van Cott. You do not think they did it in Missouri, for in- 
stance? 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, yesterday you spoke o;f Democrats and Re- 
publicans figuring how beet to secure the support of the Mormon 
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Church. Have you ever figured on that yourself while you have been 
chairman? 

Mr. Jackson. Not this year. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you ever, I said. 

Mr. Jackson. This is the first year I have been chairman of the 
State. 

Mr. Van Cott.' Have you ever yourself figured on how to get its 
support! 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir; but I know that we have had occasion in 
past years to go to Salt Lake City and protest against the action of 
the Mormon Church. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, as to this Mormon question. I understood 
you to say that after your convention was held, you and the Demo- 
cratic committee met together end agreed on what was the paramount 
issue in Idaho, and that was the Mormon question. Is that correct? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. You communicated with the Republican State 
chairman on that subject? 

Mr. Jackson. Not at that time. 

Mr. Van Cott. Oh^ later? 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Any time? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes; when the agitation first 

Mr. Van Cott. For the present, I just want to know the time. 

Mr. Jackson. It was immediately after the county convention in 
Ada County, which elected delegates to the State convention. 

Mr. Van Cott. You called this same point to the attention of the 
Republican convention in Idaho ? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. A certified copy of the resolution was sent 
in both cases. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did the Republican convention agree with what 
the Democratic committee had decided was the paramount issue? 

Mr. Jackson* They at first claimed it was not an issue at all, and 
afterwards they devoted their entire time to it. So I presume they re- 
garded it as an issue. 

Mr. Van Cott. I would appreciate it if you would just answer my 
question. 

Mr. Jackson. I held no communication with the Republican com- 
mittee 

Mr. Van Cott. I will ask the stenographer to repeat my question. 
The reporter read as follows : 

u Did the Republican convention agree with what the Democratic 
committee had decided was the paramount issue?" 

Mr. J ackson. Did the Republican convention ? . » 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes. Did the Republican convention in Idaho 
agree with what the Democratic committee had decided was the para- 
mount issue? 

Mr. Jackson. The Democratic committee was not in existence 
when the Republican convention met. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, Mr. Jackson, you stated yesterday that this 
paramount issue was a public question, that it was one wliich existed 
irrespective of parties, that it was called to the attention of the 
Republican convention and was called to the attention of the Repub- 
lican State chairman, Mr. Gooding. 
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Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did the Republican convention in Idaho or the 
Republican party in Idaho agree with what the Democratic commit- 
tee in Idaho haa decided was the paramount issue for 19041 

Mr. Jackson. The leading Republican paper was writing edito- 
rials that this was a great question. A great many of the leading 
Republicans were saying that their party should incorporate this in 
their platform, and so take it out of partisan politics, That is all 1 
know of it. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that the best you can answer my question ? The 
people of Idaho who belong to the Republican party did not think, 
as manifested by their votes, that the paramount issue was what the 
Democratic committee had decided it to be? 

Mr* Jackson. I think tney did. 

Mr. Van Cott. You think they did? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And still they elected the Republicans by the big- 
gest majority they ever had in the State ? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And that is the way they showed they thought the 
Democratic position was correct on that question? 

Mr/ Jackson. When you consider that there are 20,000 Mormon 
votes in Idaho, and Mr. 'Gooding's plurality was only 17,000, 1 think 
we did pretty well. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that the way you think it was shown? 

Mr. Jackson. I certainly do. 

Mr. Van Cott. The Gentiles in Idaho are in the majority? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir; numerically. 

Mr. Van Cott. And yet, notwithstanding the Mormon question 
was the paramount question and that the Gentiles are in the major- 
ity, the Republicans, who did not have this Mormon plank in their 
platform, elected their ticket by the biggest majority they ever had, 
and the Democratic party, that had the Mormon plank in its plat- 
form, was defeated. Is that correct? 

Mr. Jackson. That is the bald statement It is not the correct 
situation. 

Mr. Van Cott. If that is the bald statement, but not the correct 
situation, will you please explain why it was that the majority of 
the voters in Idaho, who are Gentiles, elected the representatives of 
the party that did not have this Mormon plank in its platform? 

Mr. Jackson. In the first place^ the total vote of the State was 
66,000. It is estimated, and 1 believe correctly estimated, that the 
Mormons in Idaho have 20,000 votes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you completed your answer? I do not want 
to interrupt you. 

Mr. Jackson. The showing on which we are content to go before 
the country is this: Mr. Roosevelt in our State had a plurality that 
amounted to over 29,000, arid Mr. Gooding, on whom this issue was 
made, had a plurality of 17,000 and over. In other words, we cut 
down the plurality between the President, where there was no issue 
made, and Gooding, on whom the issue was forced, over 12,000 votes. 

Now, the situation as it is disclosed by these figures shows this, that 
if the people of Idaho and the Gentiles of Idaho were not interested 
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in this question, the increased gain of Mr. Gooding in the Gentile 
counties should have made his plurality greater than that of Mr. 
Roosevelt, because in the Mormon counties Mr. Gooding's plurality 
in every case is creator than that of President Roosevelt. Therefore, 
instead of Mr. Gooding increasing the Republican plurality of Idaho, 
this issue actually knocked off 12,000 votes, and that practically in the 
Gentile counties. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Van Cott, will it disturb you if I ask a ques- 
tion! 

Mr. Van Cott. Not at all. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Jackson, I wish you would state what Roose- 
velt's vote was in Shoshone County. 

Mr. Jackson. The leading elector on the Republican ticket had 
3,G95. 

Senator Dubois. That is purely a Gentile County, is it not? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. What was Gooding's vote in that county ? 
Mr. Jackson. Two thousand nine hundred and eighty-seven. 
Senator Dubois. Have you there the difference Detween the two 
votes? 

Mr. Jackson. It was a difference of over 700 votes. A more strik- 
ing; difference, Senator — — 

Senator Dubois. Take the county of Kootenai, to which reference 
has been made. I want to take any two counties, I do not care which 
two. What was Roosevelt's vote in that county ? 

Mr. Jackson. Four thousand one hundred and sixty-five. 

Senator Dubois. What was Gooding's vote? 

Mr. Jackson. Three thousand five hundred and fifty-five. 

Senator Dubois. Those are two typical Gentile counties? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. There are no Mormons in either of those counties 
that you know of ?* 
Mr. Jackson. No. sir. 

Senator Dubois. So they would be as purely Gentile counties, per- 
haps, as there are in the State ? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. What is Bear Lake County ? 

Mr. Jackson. Bear Lake County is practically a Mormon county. 

Senator Dubois. What was Roosevelt's vote in Bear Lake County ? 

Mr. Jackson. One thousand five hundred and thirty-five. 

Senator Dubois. What was Gooding's? 

Mr. Jackson. One thousand six hundred and fifteen. 

Senator Dubois. Take another typical Mormon county. Freemont 
is a typical Mormon county. 

Mr. Jackson. Roosevelt's vote in Fremont County / was 3,869. 
Gooding's vote was 3,932. 

Senator Dubois. That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is not the statement that you have made, in answer 
to my last question, to the effect that Mr. Gooding's majority did not 
keep up in the Gentile counties the way it did in some of the other 
counties, true of practically every State in the Union — that a man 
will show more strength in some counties than he will in others? 

Mr. Jackson. I do not know about other States, but I know the line 
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Iii very clearly defined in Idaho between the Mormon and the gentile 
counties in regard to Gooding's vote. 

Mr. Van Cott. You went from New York to Idaho! 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, air ... 

Mr. Van Cott. Were you in politics in New York? 

Mr. Jackson. I was interested in politics. 

Mr. Van Cott. You know that the Democrats, for instance, have a 
larger majority in New York City than they have in the northern 
part of New York! 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. So it is true there. Is it not a fact that Governor 
Gooding's plurality in Idaho was nearer to that of the Republican 
Presidential electors than that of any governor who was elected in 
any Northern or Western State in the union? 

Mr. J ackson. I do not know. 

Mr. Van Cott. You speak of the leading Republican organ in 
Idaho. What paper do you refer to! 
Mr. Jackson. The Boise Statesman* 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling your attention now to the Democratic con- 
vention in 1904, you were present at it? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, air. 

Mr. Van Cott. During the discussion of a plank to be inserted in 
regard to polygamy you were present! 
Mr. Jackson. Yes^ sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did not the delegates from these Mormon counties* 
Mormons and gentiles, say they would support a plank, if the Demo- 
cratic party would put it into their platform, that adultery and forni- 
cation and such offenses should also be made criminal under the laws 
of Idaho the same as polygamy? , 

Mr. Jackson. They did not They voted down such a proposition 
as that. 

Mr. Van Cott. They voted it down! Who voted it down ? 
Mr. Jackson. I presume the Mormon counties. 
Mr. Van Cott. Voted down what? 

Mr. Jackson. The request to put in the word " adultery " in con- 
nection with polygamy. v 

Mr. Van Cott. In Idaho there is no statute against those two 
offenses, is there? 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And did not the Mormons and the Mormon repre- 
sentatives in the Democratic convention say that if they would put in 
a clause in favor of legislation against adultery and fornication they 
would support it? 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir. At Lewiston the first resolution that was 
brought into the convention contained the word " adultery," and the 
Mormon counties voted that down and the plank was lost. We then 
brought in the plank which I read yesterday, and which was passed. 

.Senator Dubois. Right in that connection, did any gentile dele- 
gate who was in favor of anti-Mormon legislation vote against the 
adultery plank in the convention ! 

Mr. Jackson. Not that I know of : no, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Does not the record of that convention show that 
the Mormons and their sympathisers voted down die adultery plank! 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Dubois. Against the solid vote of those who desired this 
class of legislation in favor of the adultery plank? 
Mr, Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois, Those are the records of the convention f 
. Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Van Cott. Now, these sympathizers with the Mormons must 
have been gentiles? 

Mr. Jackson, They were the Jack Mormons. 

Mr. Van Cott. They were the Jack Mormons? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is, whoever votes with the Mormons or sym- 
pathizes with them in any particular, in your opinion, is a Jack 
Mormon? 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir. I think I can give you an illustration of it 
Mr. Van Cott. I thought you stated 

Mr. Jackson. No. that is not my idea. My idea is taken from the 
attitude of the gentleman who made the leading speech in Lewiston 
for the Mormons. He made a speech there of two or three hours, in 
which he said that thev were the best people that God ever made, and 
that there was no earthly reason why there should be any persecution 
of them; and yet that same man went out of that convention and 
bought a lot up in Lewiston, and when asked why he wanted it, he 
said, " I live among the Mormons, and no white man can live among 
them." That is what I call a J ack Mormon. 

Mr* Van Cott. Have you any objection to stating who that wast 

Mr. Jackson. Mr. Red wine. 

Mr. Van Cott. What are his initials f 

Mr. Jackson. R. G. Red wine. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you hear the statement made? 

Mr. Jackson. I heard his speech. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you hear him make that statement which yon 
have repeated ? 
Mr. Jackson. No, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Some. one told you? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Referring to the latter part of your statement, and 
also when you say that the Mormons voted down this clause, you do 
it in the same way you did before, namely, that one-third of the con- 
vention being from Mormon counties, they, with their sympathizers, 
controlled the vote? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. They voted down this resolution containing the 
adultery clause, you said ? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. \ 

Senator Dubois. What action followed that? 

Mr. Jackson. £ introduced the resolution which was adopted as a 
part of the plank. 

Senator Dubois. When did they vote it down? 

Mr. Jackson. They had voted it down late one evening, and the 
first thing that happened the following morning was my introduction 
of the plan£ 

Senator Dubois. Was any motion' made after the resolution was 
voted down? 
Mr. Jackson. A motion to adjourn* 
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Senator Dubois. Was that carried? 

Mr. Jackson. Tea, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Then what happened! 

Mr. Jackson. Then we reconvened in the morning and I intro- 
duced this resolution. v 

Senator Dubois. What was the vote on that, and how divided? 

Mr. Jackson. That resolution was carried. 

Senator Dubois, What was the difference between the resolution 
which was carried and the resolution which was beaten the previous 
night? 

Mr. Jackson. The omission of the word " adultery." That was 
carried by the gentile counties. The bulk of that vote came from 
the north and southwest 

Senator Dubois. You say the Mormons voted against the resolu- 
tion containing the adultery clause? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes sir. 

Senator Dubois. How did they vote on the resolution which you 
Introduced the next morning, leaving out the adultery clause? 
Mr. Jackson. They votedagainst that resolution also. 
Senator Dubois. They voted against both resolutions? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. So the second resolution was carried by gentile 
votes? * 
Mr. Jackson. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is, the gentiles defeated the resolution that 
had the word " adultery " in it and carried the one that eliminated it ? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. I have always believed that there was a 
mistake in the first vote; that it was owing to a mistake on the part 
of some of the gentile counties as to their position. I think the first 
defeat was a mistake. 

Mr. Van Cott. If yon think it was a mistake, why did they change 
the resolution t Why did they not pass it as it was at first ? 

Mr, Jackson. The motion having been defeated, under the parlia- 
mentary rule, as I understand it, we had to introduce a resolution 
which was not identical with the resolution which had been voted 
down, for, the purpose of having an original motion in front of the 
convention. 1 1 _ _ , 

Mr. Van Cott. So on this parliamentary quibble — and I do not 
use that term offensively—you think the second resolution was car- 
ried? Is that correct? 

Mr. Jackson. There was no quibble about it 

Mr. Van Cott. No; no quibble. Simply the word " adultery " 
was taken out. 

Mr. Jackson. Simply the idea of having a fresh resolution. The 
point of order was raised as soon as I introauced the resolution, from 
a Mormon county, that it was out of order, because the convention had 
already voted on it; and then it was pointed out to the chair thnt 
this resolution was substantially different from the first resolution in 
the omission of the word " adultery," and he ruled that it was in 
order. 

Mr. Van Cott. Then it carried? 

Mr. Jackson. Then the house adopted it 

Mr. Van Cott, You spoke of some gentleman coming in conflict 
with Mr. Budge. May 1 ask you his name? 
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Mr. Jackson. His name is Mr. Hart. 

Mr. Van Cott. Would you give his initials, please! 

Mr. Jackson. I think it is James H. 

Mr. Van Cott. During 1904 did you know of any speaker who 
spoke for the Democratic side being molested in the Mormon counties! 
Mr* Jackson. Personally molested? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes. 

Mr. Jackson. There was no violence offered. There were threats 
of violence. 
Mr. Van Cott. Did you hear them? 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir; of course I can not cover the whole State. 
Mr. Van Cott. No. 

Mr. Jackson. All my information is derived from my position as 
chairman. The greater bulk of my information comes to me in virtue 
of that office. 

Mr. Van Cott. But you heard of no violence actually perpetrated 
in any of those counties ? 
Mr. Jackson. No, sir. s 

Mr. Van Cott. Your apprehensions, so far as the actual facts were 
concerned, were groundless? 
Mr. Jackson. They were not fulfilled. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you have the Australian ballot system in Idaho! 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. A man can go into a booth and vote secretly ? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. That is all? 

Senator Dubois. I asked you yesterday, and I believe you did not 
complete the answer, as I think it was just before the adjournment, 
what political action was taken in the Democratic county conventions 
of Mormon counties in regard to the State Democratic platform? 

Mr. Jackson. In two counties, Fremont and Oneida, there was no 
reference to the State platform, except that the legislative candidates 
from those counties were pledged to prevent the passage of any legis- 
lation which would be inimical to them, to their franchise; in other 
words, looking to the disfranchisement of the Mormons; that was 
the idea, and as against the introduction of those laws which we had 
pledged ourselves m the State platform to enact 

In Bingham County, when this resolution indorsing the Demo- 
cratic State platform, specifically mentioning the provision against 
polygamy and church interference, was introduced, every Mormon 
bolted. 

Senator Dubois. Left the convention ? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir ; left the convention. 
The Chairman. Which convention was that? 
Mr. Jackson. That was the Democratic convention in Bingham 
County. 

Mr. Wokthington. What year? * 

Mr. Jackson. This year. In Bear Lake County thep repudiated 
the State plank. * 

The Chairman. How did they repudiate it? 

Mr. Jackson. I do not remember the exact wording. 

The Chairman. Was it at a public meeting? 

Mr. Jackson. They simply said, " We repudiate the action of the 
Democratic party in passing this resolution against polygamy and 

8. Doc. 486, 59-1, vol % 15 
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church interference in politics." That was the gist of it That was 
the idea. 

The Chairman. Was that in a' public meeting? 

Mr. Jackson. That was in the Democratic county convention, met 
to nominate eounty officers. 

In Bannock County there was no reference made whatever to the 
State platform — practically an agreement there between the Mormons 
and the Gentiles that no reference should be made. 

In Cache County I never heard what the action of the county con- 
vention was. It was not reported in the papers, and I was away at 
the time and I do not know. 

Mr. Worthington. We are through, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Is that all, Mr. Taylerf 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

The Chairman. I wish to ask one question. What year was it 
that there was some discussion of the propriety of amending the 
Idaho constitution? 

Mr. Jackson. 1009. In the legislature the resolution was passed 
calling 

The Chairman. 1902? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. In what particular was it deemed desirable to 
amend the constitution? 

Mr. Jackson. To take out of it that section which declares that 
polygamy and bigamy are forever prohibited in the State of. Idaho. 

The Chairman. The purpose of the convention, as you understood 
it, was to eliminate that provision of the constitution ? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, air. It was generally stated that that was the 
purpose. The calling of the convention was for the purpose of taking 
out of the constitution of those clauses which were objectionable to the 
Mormon people. 

The Chairman* Was that the time that Apostle John Henry Smith 
visited Idaho? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 
The Chairman. Did he visit the legislature? 
Mr. Jackson. He visited the legislators. 

The Chairman. Yes; the legislators. Was it before or after his 
visit that the resolution was passed? 
Mr. Jackson. It was after his visit 
The Chairman. How long after? 
Mr. Jackson. Perhaps a couple of weeks: three weeks. 
The Chairman. During the same session ? 

Mr Jackson. Oh, yes, sir; immediately following his visit, practi- 
cally. 

The Chairman. Do you remember the terms of the resolution? 
Was it just simply a resolution calling a constitutional convention? 

Mr. Jacj^on. Yes, sir; that is all. 

The ChjRrman. What became of the resolution ? 

Mr. Jackson. The attorney-general declared that it was not prop- 
erly voted on in the legislature and the secretary of state declined to 
certify it down to the county officers to be put on the ticket for voting 
this fall. It is left in the air as it is now. 

The Chairman. And that was the end of it? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 
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The Chairman. How long after the passage of the resolution did 
the attorney -general render that opinion ? 
Mr. Jackson. Over a year. 

The Chairman. Do you know how the attorney-general happened 
to render that opinion ? 

Mr. Jackson, I only know according to the general information 
on the subject j nothing personally. I know the request was made 
from a Republican leader to the attorney-general regarding this mat- 
ter. The people of the State had not been aware that this resolution 
had passed. It had passed silently, without any speeches in its favor, 
and there was no stir made of its passage. In other words, it had 
been overlooked. 

Then Senator Dubois wrote a letter to the Democratic State com- 
mittee calling attention to the fact that this question was coming up, 
to be presented to the people, whether the test oath and these differ- 
ent clauses, offensive to the Mormon Church, should be repealed. 
That was to be voted on in the election. 

As soon as that letter became public property there was' quite an 
agitation in regard to it. The test oath in Idaho is a clause in the 
constitution which is particularly dear to the people. It was at 
once recognized and stated plainly by the Republican paper and by 
our Democratic committeemen that this was an effort to repeal the 
test oath in Idaho. Then this request was submitted to the attorney- 
general, and he declared, in an opinion, that the houses had not con- 
formed in some particular to the statute in regard to passing a reso- 
lution amending the constitution. 

The Chairman. And that was the end of the matter? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. . 

Senator Dubois. Was there any agitation during the campaign 
preceding the meeting of this legislature which passed the resolution 
against the test oath in regard to the calling of a constitutional 
convention? 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir; none whatever. 

Senator Dubois. Had the question ever been raised, politically or 
otherwise, to your knowledge, as to the advisability of a constitu- 
tional convention or the necessity for it? 

> Mr. Jackson. No, sir; I never heard it discussed by anyone or 
by any paper. 

' Senator Dubois. The first knowledge that the people had of the 
fact that they were called upon to vote for a constitutional conven- 
tion or against it was after the resolution had been passed? 

Mr. Jackson. It was a long time after the resolution was passed, 
Senator, that the knowledge came to the people. While the resolu- 
tion was not passed surreptitiously, there was no opposition to it. It 
went through without a single speech in favor of it or against it, and 
practically ny a unanimous vote. It glided through, and it was not 
until your letter calling attention to it that the matter really assumed 
any importance whatever. 

The Chairman. Now, I want to ask you, Mr. Jackson, how do you 
know that the purpose of the resolution calling a convention was to 
eliminate those provisions from the constitution and not for some 
other purpose? 

Mr. Jackson. Apostle John Henry Smith stated to people in Boise 
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that he " desired to remove from the constitution of Idaho those 
clauses so objectionable to our people. ,, 

Senator Dubois. Is John Henry Smith a resident of Idaho! 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir; he lives in Salt Lake City. 

The Chairman. The John Henry Smith to whom you refer is one 
of the apostles of the church ¥ 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir; one of the apostles of the church. 

The Chairman. Living in Salt Lake City? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. He stated that to be the purpose! 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. I believe that provision of the constitution is in 
the record? 

Mr. Tayubb. I have it here. Perhaps it had better go into the 
record at this point. 
The Chairman. I should like to have you read it 
Mr. Tayusr. Section 4, article 1, of the constitution of Idaho, 
which was adopted in 1889, is as follows: 

" Sec. 4. The exercise and enjoyment of religious faith and wor- 
ship shall forever be guaranteed ; and no person shall be denied any 
civil or political right, privilege, or capacity on account of his reli- 
gious opinions; but the liberty of conscience hereby secured shall 
not be construed to dispense with oaths or affirmations, or excuse acts 
of licentiousness, or justify polygamous or other pernicious prac- 
tices, inconsistent with morality or the peace or safety of the State; 
nor to permit any person, organization, or association to directly or 
indirectly aid or abet, counsel or advise, any person to commit the 
crime of bigamy or polygamy, or any other crime. No person shall 
be required to attend or support any ministry or place of worship, re- 
ligious sect, or denomination, or pay tithes against his consent ; nor 
shall any preference be given by law to any religious denomination 
or mode of worship. Bigamy and polygamy are forever prohibited 
in the State, and the legislature shall provide by law for the punish- 
ment of such crimes." 
Section 3 of article 6. omitting an irrelevant part, is as follows: 
" Sec. 3. No person is permitted to vote, serve as a juror, or hold 
any civil office who is under guardianship, idiotic, or insane, or who 
has at any place been convicted of treason, felony, embezzlement of 
the public funds, bartering or selling, or offering to barter or sell, 
his vote, or purchasing or offering to purchase the vote of another, 
or other infamous crime, and who lias not been restored to the rizHts 
of citizenship, or who, at the time of such election, is confined in 
prison on conviction of a criminal offense; or who is a bigamist or 
polygamist or is living in what is known as patriarchal, plural, or 
celestial marriage, or in violation of any law of this State or of the 
United States forbidding any such crime; or who in any manner 
teaches, advises, counsels, aias, or encourages anv person to enter 
into bigamy, polygamy, or such patriarchal, plural, or celestial mar- 
riage, or to live in violation of any such law, or to commit any such 
crime; or who is a member of or contributes to the support, aid 2 or 
encouragement of any order, organization, association, corporation, 
or society which teaches, advises, counsels, encourages, ?r aids any 
person to enter into bigamy, polygamy, or such patriarchal or plural 
marriage, or which teaches or advises that the laws of this State 
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prescribing rules of civil conduct are not the supreme law of the 
State," 

The Chairman. Was it these provisions of the constitution- 
Senator Dubois. The next article is extremely important 
The Chairman (to Mr. Tayler«), Read the next. 
Mr. Tayler. I will. 

"Sec. 4. The legislature may prescribe qualifications, limitations, 
and conditions for the right of suffrage additional to those prescribed 
in this article, but shall never annul any of the provisions in this 
article contained." 

The Chairman. Was it the elimination of these provisions of the 
constitution, as you understood, that occasioned the visit of Apostle 
Smith to the legislature? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And the securing of the passage of this resolution? 
Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 
The Chairman. That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. In the legislature that passed that resolution were 
there not only 11 Mormons out of 69 members? 

Mr. Jackson. There were 11 Mormons by faith. The majority of 
them were Mormons in practice— political practice. 

Mr. Van Cott. Political practice? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. So that the 11 were successful in winning over a 
majority of the 69 members to pass the resolution? 
Mr. Jackson. No, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Well, how was it done? 

Mr. Jackson* As I have stated repeatedly, the balance of power in 
the other counties, outside of the six Mormon counties, is held fey the 
Mormon people, and while a man may be a gentile, coming from 
those counties, he just as much represents the Mormon Church as 
though he were a Mormon, because his political safety and political 
ambition depend upon pleasing those people. 

Mr. Van Cott. Does not the constitution of Idaho provide that in 
order to pass such a resolution there must be a two-thirds majority 
vote in the senate and in the house? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. That was accomplished ? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir ; it was accomplished. 

Mr. Van Cott. You spoke of this resolution ending with the attor- 
ney-general. What was his name ? 

Mr. Jackson. Attorney-General Bagley. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was he a Mormon then? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Arid is now? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And was a Mormon when he was elected ? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir ; he is the one that was 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you hear John Henry Smith make the state- 
ments which you have repeated ? 
Mr. Jackson. No, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Or any of them! 
IkLr Jackson. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Who told you of that statement by Apostle Smith ? 
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Mr. Jackson. Mr. Balderston, the editor of the Boise Statesman. 
The Chairman. What is his full name? 
Mr. Jackson. William. 

TESTIMOHY OF JOHH ITICHOLSOH-KeoaUed. 

Mr. Tayler. Will Mr. Nicholson take the stand again ? 
The Chairman. Mr. Nicholson will please take the stand. 

John Nicholson, having been previously sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows : 

Mr. Tayler. Are you in a better state of health, Mr. Nicholson, than 
you were a few days ago ? 

Mr. Nicholson. I think I am improving a little. 

Mr. Tayler. I have a few questions I wish to ask you. 

You brought with you, under the authority of the subpoena duces 
tecum, a record book entitled " Living Sealings ?" 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, Living Sealings. 

Mr. Tayler. Living Sealings A if 

Mr, Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Or, Book At 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That record book begins with what year? 
Mr. Nicholson. 1803, 1 believe. 
Mr. Tayler. 1893? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. I think you testified that it contains a record of all of 
the sealings between living persons occurring after the taking down 
of the endowment house, or, m the new temple? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, I made that statement; that is, it has all of 
the marriages. Of course it is marriages that are in there. 

Mr. Tayler. Is this book which you brought with you the same 
book which was opened and entries made in it in 1893 ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Well, I do not know of-any other. I have no rec- 
ollection of any other than that. The book was made and used for 
that purpose. 

Mr. Tayler. Is it the only book that was made and used for that 
purpose? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes; of that character. 

Mr. Tayler. Books of what other character have you? 

Mr. Nicholson. The various processes — religious processes — have 
each a book, and the records, are taken on the respective books, and 
that is one. ' 

Mr, Tayler. Does this book contain all of the records of all of the 
palings except sealings with the dead in the temple at Salt Lake? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes; that is to say, that is the full statement in 
that line from the opening of the temple until now. • 

Mr. Tayler. Did you hear the testimony of August Lundstrom 
here, in Which he stated that he had been sealed to his wife in the 
temple in 1894? 

Mr. Nicholson. 1894. 

Mr. Tayler. Ought that to be recorded in this book! 
Mr. Nicholson. T)id he sav it was for this book? 
Mr. Tayler. Did he what! 
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Mr. Nicholson. Did he say that it was to be placed in this book? 
Mr. Tayler; No; he did not say anything, except that he was 
sealed in the temple to his wife in August, 1894. 
Mr. Nicholson. To his wife? 
Mr. Tayler, Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson. There is another book that he might have been 
sealed to his wife in, but it does not go in that book. 
Mr. Tayler. Why did you not bring that book with you? 
Mr. Nicholson. What book ? 
Mr. Tayler. This other book. 

Mr. Nicholson. Because this is not marriage. When a man and a 
woman who are married come there they are not put in that book 
that was brought here. It is another thing altogether. 

Mr. Tayler, Then, how many kinds of sealing books do you have? 

Mr. Nicholson. How many kinds of sealing books? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes ; books in which there is a record of sealings. 

Mr. Nicholson. There is a book in regard to sealing* children to 
their parents. . 

Mr. Tayler. Ye3; but I am talking about marriage sealings. 

Mr. Nicholson. Marriage sealings! There are only the two; that 
is, that people who have been married go into the temple, and if they 
have been married, as I say, they do not go in that book. They go 
into another. . 

Mr. Tayler. What do you call that other book ? 

Mr. Nicholson. That other book? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson. It is in the nature of sealing, but it is not marriage. 
The Chairman. The counsel asked you what is the name of the ' 
other book ; how can it be designated ? 
Mr. Nicholson. It is also sealings. 

The Chairman. What is the name of the book? Is it called Book 
A or Book B, or Book of Sealings? How do vou identify it? 

Mr. Nicholson. It is a book of sealings of the character to which I 
have made an explanation. 

Mr. Tayler. Is it a marriage ceremony 

Mr. Nicholson. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Which is certified to 

Mr. Nicholson. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Take the instance of Mr. Lundstrom. Assume that 
he told the truth when he said he was sealed to his wife in the temple 
in 1§94, 

Mr. Nicholson. I do not know. It seems that he was married and 
sealed to his wife. No person's name or record can be in that book 
that you have now to be examined except they bring 

Mr. Tayler. A license? 

Mr. Nicholson. A license. 

Mr. Tayler. Exactly. 

Mr. Nicholson. But he can not — that, is to say, they must be not 
married. 

Mr. Tayler. Of course, I understand, Mr. Nicholson, that this 
book which you brought here contains the record of those marriages 
only which are predicated upon a public official license, 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Taylbk. Issued under die authority of the State. Is that 
right? 

Mr. Nicholson. That is right, 

Mr. Tattler. Where do you record the other marriages? 
Mr. Nicholson. In another book. 
Mr. Taylkr. That is what I thought 
Senator McComas. Where is that book? 

Mr. Nicholson. That book, for all I know, is in the temple, and it 
is not a marriage book at all. 
Senator McComas. You are the keeper of that book? 
Mr. Nicholson. I am the keeper? 
Senator McComas. Of that book? 
Mr. Nicholson. No, sir ; not particularly that one. 
Senator McComas. Who is, if you are not 

Mr. Nicholson. Well, I can tell you. There are four of us who 
look after that 
Senator McComas. Four of you? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. Why did you not bring that book? 
Mr. Nicholson. Because I did not want to; because it does not 
relate to marriage. 
Senator McComas. It is sealing? 

Mr. Nicholson. It is sealing, and there is no ceremony of marriage 
such as is made when a license comes and all is clear. It is not when 
they go and get married, and then come in there to be married in a 
secondary way, except 

Senator McComas. It is a sealing of the marriage of the living, 
but the living who are thus sealed have no marriage license under the 
law of the State? 

Mr. Nicholson. It is not the marital process. 

Senator McComas. Let the reporter repeat my question. 

The reporter read as follows: 

M Senator McComas. It is a sealing of the marriage of the living, 
but the living who are thus sealed have no marriage license under the 
law of the State? w 

Mr. Nicholson. I have given it just as clear as I can give it It 
is people who go to the temple, who have been previously married 
outside of the temple or in some place of that character. 

Senator McComas. Now, repeat that question, Mr. Stenographer; 
and, Mr. Nicholson, see that you get the point in it 

The reporter read as follows: 

44 Senator McComas. It is a sealing of the marriage of the living, 
but the living who are thus sealed have no marriage license under the 
law of the State?" 

Senator McComas. Is not that true? 

Mr. Nicholson. If you will add to it that they come there without 
any authorization, a lawful license, and that they have been married 
outside, it will be more correct 

Senator McComas. And you put such in the book you speak of — 
the book you did not bring here? 

Mr* Nicholson. There is a certain process given them, but not mar- 
riage. They have been married already. 

Senator McComas. And that is the book you have described and 
which you did not bring here? 
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Mr, Nicholson. I did not bring it. 

Senator McComas. Now, will you tell us why you did not bring 
it here? 

Mr. Nicholson. Why did I not! Because it did not relate to 
marriage, and that is what you gentlemen asked for. 

Senator McComas. 'You think that marriage is only that which 
is legalized and certified to have taken place under a license? 

Mr. Nicholson. Say that again. 

Senator McComas. You think that a legal marriage is one accom- 
panied by a license to marry under the laws of the State? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. And you call this other sealing, not marriage? 

Mr* Nicholson. Not a marriage; just putting a blessing on them 
in addition to the marriage they have gone through. 

Senator McComas. .And in that book you personally record these 
sealings that you have spoken of? 

Mr. Nicholson. These sealings that are referred to? No, sir. 

Senator McComas. You do not? 

Mr. Nicholson. No, sir. 

Senator McComas. Who does? 

Mr. Nicholson. My assistants. 

Senator McComas. Your assistants do that? Are you in the habit 
of avoiding putting them down yourself? 

Mr. Nicholson. No, sir; that is npt my part. 

Senator McComas. My question is, Did you make it a point not 
to make entries in the book? 

Mr. Nicholson. No, sir; I did not make any point at all. I sim- 
ply have to look after the records and see that the recording is done, 
and I have a part in it, but it is not any of this. 

Senator McComas. You are familiar with that book? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir; of course. 

Senator McComas. To the best of your recollection, are the number 
of marriages in it about ecuial for the same period, from 1893 on, to 
the number in the book which you have presented ? 

Mr. Nicholson. There is no comparison at all. There are very 
few. 

Senator McCoMAa. Very few? 
Mr. Nicholson. Comparatively. 

Senator McComas. Can you state, from your personal recollection, 
whether in any of those cases of which you fiave personal knowledge — 
entered in that book which you have described — there have been 
sealings of persons who already had one wife, and had then been 
sealed and the fact had been entered in that book, to a second 
wife or third wife? 

Mr. Nicholson. What is that? 

Senator McComas. Are there anv sealings in that book of persons 
who, having one wife, have had themselves sealed to a second or a 
third wife? N 

Mr. Nicholson. No, sir. 

Senator McComas. To your personal recollection, there are none 
such in that book? 

Mr. Nicholson. No, sir; I have never seen anything of the kind. 

Senator McComas. Do you undertake to say that you are confident, 
so far as you have knowledge of the sealings recorded in that book, 
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which is not here, that there is no entry of the sealing of one man, 
having one wife, to a second woman ! 

Mr. ^Nichoi^son. No, sir ; I do not know of one. 

Senator McComas. Are you sure there is not any, so far as your 
knowledge extends? 

Mr. Nicholson. I am satisfied there is none, and that is all I can 
say, because I myself did not keep that book— that is, I did not do the 
writing. 

Senator McComas. How many Healings of one man, having one 
wife-*lready, to a second woman have you had knowledge of during 
the time you have been keeping these records which you have there 
and those you have just spoken of? 

Mr. Nicholson. You speak too rapidly for me, the same as I do 
for you. 

Senator McComas. How many sealings of arnan having one wife 
already to a second woman have you had knowledge of during your 
holding of this office and your control of these books? 

Mr. Nicholson. There has not, of course, to the best of my knowl- 
edge been any marriage of that character — that is, a man taking a 
second or third wife, as the case may be. I know of not one. 

Senator McComas. You have not heard during all the years 

Mr. Nicholson. And I have not seen one. 

Senator McComas. You have not seen one or heard of one? 

Mr. Nicholson. No, sir; not in all of the time of the temple to the 
present. 

Senator McComas. And to the best of your knowledge and belief 
there has been no such marriage? You keep records of them all on 
these various books? 

Mr. Nicholson. I do not know of any. 

Senator McComas. You do not know of any? 

Mr. Nicholson. No. 

Senator McComas, And to the best of your knowledge and belief, 
have there been any ? 
Mr. Nicholson. What is that? 

Senator McComas. Have there been any such marriages in Salt 
Lake City, to the best of your knowledge and belief? 

Mr. Nichols >i > Not on the rumors I nave heard outside. 

Senator McComas. I do not know that I understand you — " out- 
side? w 

Mr. Nicholson. Outside. 

Senator McComas* But there has been no such sealing in the 
temple? 

Mr. Nicholson, No; I do not think so; that is to say, I am sure, 
because that book contains all up to date. 

Senator McComas. It is a pity we have not that book. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Mr * Nicholson, when you say "that book," 
which book do you mean ? 

Mr. Nicholson. The book I brought 

Senator McComas. That book contains the records where parties 
have procured licenses to marr^ under the laws of the State? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes; it is the -usual way. 

Senator McComas. I mean the book you now describe as containing 
the sealing of living persons who have obtained from the law officers 
a license to marry under the law of the State, 
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Mr. Nicholson. Do vou refer 

Senator McComas. 'to this book here. 
The Chairman. To the book we have here. 

Mr, Nicholson. It is done just the same as all other people do. 
They obtain the proper means, and they go and enter into marriage, 
whether it is our people or any other people. They have to bring 
the public authority. 

Senator McComas. You have had for ^ears the custody of this 
book and the other book which you have described. Do you say 
there are three or four different kinds of books? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes ; there is a book for baptisms. 

Senator McComas. I mean for the marriage of the living. 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes. There is a book of the living. 

Senator McComas. That is, as between men and women, you have 
this book for persons who are licensed to marry under the laws of the 
State? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. And you have the second book which you have 
just described? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. What other book have you describing marriage 
or sealing between the living besides the two you have mentioned? 
Mr. Nicholson. Nothing that I know of. 
Senator McComas. Only those two? 
Mr. Nicholson. That is all I can think of. 

The Chairman. You can find the second book you have spoken of? 
Mr. Nicholson. Would I find it? 
The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson. I could tell that better "when I got back. 
The.CHAiRMAN. Yes, I know; but you know where it is? 
Mr. Nicholson. Well, I knew it, yes; I have known it 
The Chairman. Do you not know now ? 
Mr. Nicholson. It was in the temple. 
The Chairman. Whereabouts? 
Mr. Nicholson. Whereabouts? 
The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson. It is used for adding additional cases, if there 
should be any. 

The Chairman. Do you think you could find it if you were in the 
temple? 

Mr. Nicholson. I think maybe I might. 

The Chairman. What do vou mean by "maybe I might?" Do 
you not know whether you could or not? 

Mr. Nicholson. I am not certain. There is no person who can be 
entirely certain when he is a long way off. As far as I know, I could. 

The 'Chairman. I put you right in the temple. That is not a long 
ways off. Suppose vou were right in the temple? 

Mr. Nicholson, f thought it was, when I came down here. 

The Chairman. If you went to the temple could you find the 
book? 

Mr. Nicholson. If the book was there I think I could find it. 
The 'Chairman. You know where it is, or you did know where it 
was? 

Mr. Nicholson. I did know. 
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The Chairman. When did you last see it? 

Mr. Nicholson. I have not particularly looked at it for quite a 
while. . 
The Chairman. Do you remember ever to have seen it? 
Mr. Nicholson. I could not give you the date. 
The Chairman. Do you remember ever to have seen itt 
Mr. Nicholson. Have I ever seen it! 
The Chairman. Yes. * 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes. 
The Chairman. When, last? 
Mr. Nicholson. I do not know. 
The Chairman. Three years ago! 

Mr. Nicholson. I never bear these things in my mind, especially 
now. 

The Chairman. I know; but do you not know when you saw it 
last? 

Mr. Nicholson. No; I do not remember. 
The Chairman. Have you seen it this year? 
Mr. Nicholson. Oh, I think so; without a doubt, a good many 
times. 

The Chairman. Can you not give us an idea as to when you saw it 
last? 

Mr. Nicholson: No; I can not 

The Chairman. How long before coming here did you see it? 
Mr. Nicholson. Of course I could tell you if I knew that 
The Chairman. Did you see it before coming here? 
Mr. Nicholson. No; I do not know. 

The Chairman. In answer to the subpcena, you must have been 
put upon inquiry as to the book. Did you run across the book then? 

Mr. Nlcholson. The subpoena does not require anything of me 
from there but the marriages; that is all. 

The Chairman. I understand; but when you had the subpcena you 
of course looked for the book the subpoena called for ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Did you run onto this book that you did not 
bring? 

Mr. Nicholson. No, I did not; because there is nothing connected 
with marriages about it 

Senator McComas, Was the book there at the time? 

Mr. Nicholson* I beg pardon. 

Senator McComas. Was the book there at that time ? 

Mr. Nicholson. I have no reason to think any way else ; but to say 
that I have seen it within a short time, I could not 

Senator McComas. Who else is in the room where the book was 
then? 

Mr. Nicholson. There are three persons. They are my assistants. 
Senator McComas. Your assistants? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes , si r. 

Senator McComas. Which of them would have the most knowl- 
edge of this book and know most about it? 

Mr. Nicholson* I think either of the three would do. 

Senator McComas. Which one would probablv know it best?. 

Mr. Nicholson. Duncan M. McAllister. He was the man who 
made the entries in this book here. 
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Senator McComas. And also in the other book? 
Mr* Nicholson. This book here. 
Senator McComas. Where is he now? He is not here. 
Mr. Nicholson. No; he is not here. 

Senator McComas. He is in Salt Lake, so far as you know? 
Mr. Nicholson. So far as I know. He was there when I left. 
The Chairman. Give us the names of the other two custodians? 
Mr. Nicholson. Joseph Christianson is one, and the other is Lycur- 
gus Wilson. 
The Chairman. Where do they live? 

Mr. Nicholson. One lives a short distance out of Salt Lake 

The Chairman. Do they live in Salt Lake City? 

Mr. Nicholson. Except one, who is a number of miles south of the 
city. That is Lycurgus Wilson. The other two live in the city of 
Salt Lake. 

Senator McComas. If I wanted to ask one of these men to let me 
see this book, what would I ask for? How would you ask for it? 
What name would you give it? If I wanted to ask McAllister to 
show me that book, by what name would I ask for it? 

Mr. Nicholson. You might ask him for SealingsF— Living Sealings. 

Senator McComas. Living Sealings? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes. 

Senator McComas. This is called Living Sealings A. What is 
that called ? 

Mr. Nicholson. The other is different, and he would understand it 
by that. 
Senator McComas. By what? 

Mr. Nicholson. He attends to that Some of the others do it 
occasionally. , 

Senator McComas. If you wanted to call for that book or to ask 
McAllister for it, what would you say — " Give me what book? " 

Mr. Nicholson. I would simply go and ask for the Living Seal- 
ings— the nonmarried in the temple. 

Senator McComas. But he might give 

Mr. Nicholson, I do not think you heard all of the answer. 

Senator McComas. Let the reporter read it. 

The reporter read as follows : 

" I would simply go and ask for the Living Sealings — the non- 
married in the temple." 

Senator McComas. Is there only one book of that kind? 

Mr. Nicholson. Only one, I think. 

Mr. Tayler. That book you did not bring? 

Mr. Nicholson. No, sir. 
' Mr. Tayler. You have also other records of marriages under your 
charge there in the temple that you did not bring, have you not? 

Mr. Nicholson. No; I do not know of any other marriages done 
in the temple. 

Mr. Tayler. Not marriages done in the temple. The subpoena did 
not refer to marriages done m the temple. 

Mr. Nicholson. No. It seemed to take in everything. 

Mr. Tayler. It called upon you to produce all the marriage records 
in your possession or under your control or in any way subject to 
your direction, did it not? 
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Mr. Nicholson. Yes, frir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you bring all of the marriage records- 
Mr. Nicholson* Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tatleb. Covered by that description! 
Mr. Nicholson. No. 
Mr. Tatleb. Why not ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Because I had no business to do it, 

Mr. Tatleb. Why not ? 

Mr. Nicholson. No authority. 

Mr. Tatleb. In whose custody are they? 

Mr. N10HOL8ON. I could not say exactly ; but I know that I have 
no right to take them out 
Mr. Tatleb. Exactly. 
Mr. Nicholson. Without consent 

Mr. Tatleb. Suppose you wanted to go and look at one of those 
marriage records which you did not bring, whose consent would you 
ask? - 

Mr. Nicholson. For me to examine it? 

Mr.TATLEii. Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson. I would go and examine it myself. 

Mr. Tatleb. Precisely. §0 they are under your control, and you 
refuse to bring them? 

Mr. Nicholson. They are not under my control. I could not get 
one, without being authorized to do it 

Mr. Tatleb. By whom? 

Mr. Nicholson. By whom? 

Mr. Tatleb. Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson. By men who are above me. 

Mr. Tatleb. Who? 

The Chaibman* Name them. 

Mr. Nicholson, The presidency. 

Mr. Tatleb. The presidency? Then, before you brought this Liv- 
ing Sealings A, you went to the president ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Well, I asked; I just simply asked if they had 
any objection to my bringing it. 

Mr. Tatleb. Precisely. I see. Go on. 
• Mr. Nicholson. Ana they said no, with that condition to it that 
you know about. 

Mr. Tatleb. Yes. 

Mr. Wokthinoton. That it should not go out of his possession. 
Mr. Tatleb. I have no objection to that. [To the witness :] What 
did he say about bringing the other books ? 
Mr. Nicholson, He did not say anything. 
Mr. Tatleb. Did he see the subpoena? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir ; he saw the subpoena. 
Mr. Tayler. What did he tell you to do? 
Mr. Nichoijson. To tell the truth, 

Mr. Tatleb, Yes; that is easy. But what about the books you 
should bring? 

Mr. Nicholson, Nothing, 

Mr. Tatleb. What book did he tell you to bring ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Tasked him if I could bring down this book that 
is here. 

The Chairman. Whom do jou mean? 
Mr. Wobthington. He said the president 
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The Chairman. No; ho said the presidency. Whom do you mean 
by u him ?" . 
' Mr, Nicholson. Joseph F. Smith. 
The Chairman. All right; go on. 

Mr. Tayler. So you went to him and showed him the subpoena, did 
you? 

Mr, Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. What did he say when you showed him the subpoena ? 
Mr. Nicholson. He did not like it very well. 
Mr. Tayler. He did not like it? 

Mr. Nicholson. I do not think he did, and neither did I. 
Mr. Tayler. Neither did you? 

Mr. Nicholson. No; at least I think he did not like it very much. 

Mr. Tayler. Then what did you say to him about the books that 
that subpoena seemed to cover? 

Mr. Nicholson. I did not say anything to him. 

Mr. Tayler. You did not say anything to him? 

Mr. Nicholson. Because he had the thing himself to look at in his 
hand* 

Mr. Tayler. What did you say to him about the books you should 

Mr. Nicholson. I just simply said: " Can I take down this book?" 
Mr. Tayler. What book ? 



Mr. Tayler. Did you have it with you then? 
Mr. Nicholson. I did not have it then, but I told him about it 
Mr. Tayler. How did you describe it? 
Mr. Nicholson. That is what I said. 
Mr. Tayler. What? 

Mr. Nicholson. I told him it was the marriage book. 
Mr. Tayler. The marriage book ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes; the book where all the marriages done in 
the temple were recorded. 
Mr. Tayler. I know, but there are lots of other marriages recorded. 
Mr. Nicholson. But there is none like that. 
Mr. Tayler. " None like that? " 

Mr. Nicholson. None like that that I am telling you about; that 
is to say 

Air. Tayler. Did the subpoena say : " Will you please bring down 
with you only the records of the marriages, ' Living Sealings A,' 
occurring in the temple since 1893? n Is that what the subpoena 
said? 

Mr. Worthington. I object to the question about the subpoena. It 
is here and the body of it has been read into the record. 

Mr. Tayler, I want you to tell us now why you did not bring the 
other boots containing the records of marriages. 

Mr. Nicholson. Because those are the only records of marriages 
that were there, and that is what you wanted, according to this sub- 
poena. 

Mr. Tayler, I understood you to say there were other records of 
marriages there. 
Mr. Nicholson. No, sir; I have not said it. 
Mr. Tayler. You have not? 

Mr. Nicholson. No ; I said there were people who had been mar* 
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ried— who came in there to hare the marriage performed there— 

yoivsee. 

Mr. Taylbr. Yes; I understand that very well 

Mr. Nicholson. And we did not do it, because they were already 
married under the law. 

Mr. Taylbr. I know ; but there are those other books that you told 
us you would not bring— that you had not any authority to bring. 

Mr. Nicholson. Neither have I. 

Mr. Taylbr. I say why did you not bring them I 

Mr. Nicholson. For that reason. 

Mr. Taylbr. You Would have felt that you would have to ask 
Joseph F. Smith for permission to bring them? 

Mr. Nicholson. He was right near where I was ? and I asked him 
if he had any objections to my taking that book with me. 

Mr. Taylbr. You did not ask him if he had any objection to your 
taking other marriage records! 

Mr. Nicholson. No; I did not ask him. I thought that was 
enough. 

Mr. Taylbr. You thought that was enough to respond to this 
subpoena? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir; because that is all I could give; because 
that is the only book of the kind, and the marriages are made con- 
spicuous on the paper that I got, and I do not know anything else 
except what is in the temple. 

Mr. Taylbr. I do not want you to leave any misapprehension in 
our minds as to what* you mean. You do not mean now to assert 
that there is no bock in the temple there containing a record of the 
marriages save onlythis Living Sealing A! 

Mr. Nicholson. There? 

Mr. Taylbr. That is not the only book, is it, in the templet 

Mr. Nicholson. That is not made in the temple. 

Mr. Taylbr. I am not talking about " made " in the temple. I am 
speakhig 

Mr. Nicholson. There are other books. 

Mr. Taylbr. Is there such a book there? 

Mr. Nicholson. There'are other books there. 

Mr. Taylbr. Recording marriages? Is that right! 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes ; I presume there may be some. 

Mr. Taylbr. Do you use the word " presume " because you are in 
doubt? 

Mr. Nicholson, because I am in doubt? 
Mr. Taylbr. Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson. No; I am not in doubt I will say yes, there are 
some there. 

The Chairman. Just one question. Who has the authority to per- 
mit those books to be brought to the committee? 

Mr. Nicholson. The whole thing belongs to the church. There 
is a head to it 

The Chairman. Who has authority to permit those books to be 
brought here? 

Mr. Nicholson. Who has the authority? Well, I suppose that 
those who are at the head of affairs. 
The Chairman. Can not you answer my question directly t 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 
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The Chairman. Has Joseph F. Smith the authority and the power 
to have these books brought nere? 

Mr. Nicholson. I wiiftell you why I rather do not like to say so. 

The Chairman* Let us have it 

Mr. Nicholson. Can I not make an explanation? 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Mr. Chairman, he ought not to be required to 
answer the question. It is a question of law. 

The Chairman. It is a very simple question. Doyou know who 
has authority to U ke those books out of the temple and bring them 
to the committee? 

Mr. Nicholson. I certainly think that the head of the- church 
would, but- 

The Chairman. The head of the church ? 

Mr. Nicholson. But there is this, yet. There is a law in relation 
to the church — that is, our law — and that is that all these things of 
importance shall be submitted to the church ; that is, shall be voted 
on r>y the church. They might bring that law in. 

The Chairman. Was there a vote taken by the church before you 
brought this book? 

Mr. Nicholson. An oathf 

The Chairman. A vote. 

Mr. Nicholson. No. 

The Chairman. Was there a vote taken by the church before you 
brought this book ? 

Mr. Nicholson. But 

The Chairman. Was there a vote taken! 
Mr. Nicholson. No, sir. 

The Chairman. You have just said that a vote was necessary. 
Mr. Nicholson. Not in that case, but there is a greatly more impor- 
tant matter. You want to scoop in the whole business. 
Senator McComas. Why— — 

The Chairman. Wait a moment The books you have left behind 
you are more important than the one you brought? 

Mr. Nicholson, No ; I think the one I have brought is the more 
important— most decidedly. 

The Chairman. If you could bring this book, why can you not 
bring the other? 

Mr. Nicholson. Because I have not the authority. 

The Chairman. Who has? 

Mr. Nicholson. I have told you as near as I can these two facts, 
that there is a presidency of this institution. 

The Chairman. Has the president the authority? 

Mr. Nicholson. They have, but it is modified by this statement in 
the revelation. 

The Chairman. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Worthington. Ihave a question or two to ask the witness 
when I have an opportunity. 

Mr. Taymsr. I am not through. 

(To the witness.) So you think that before these very important 
books could be brought here you might feel it necessary to submit the 
question to the church before you would obey the subpoena? 

Mr. Nicholson. There is a part in the revelation that says that 
matters of importance shall be submitted to the church. 

Mr, Tayler. So that if it was deemed of great importance, then, 
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before you would feel that you could bring those books which you 
have not brought you would feel that you ought to submit it to tho 
people of the church to decide whether they should be sent or not. 

Is that right? 

Mr. Nicholson. Of course, Mr. Tayler, it would not be me to do it. 
Mr. Tayler. I do not mean you. I mean the president of the 
church, 

Mr. Nicholson. Well, I do not know about that You see, I do 
not know whether they would do it or not. 

Mr. Tayler, I want to understand you and not misinterpret or 
mislead you. 

Mr. Nicholson. I believe that. 

Mr. Tayler. If you were called upon by this committee now to 
return to your home and brings or send by some messenger whom yon 
could trust, all the records which are in the temple there pertaining 
to the subject of marriage, or any other subject which the committee 
might order, you would first go' to the first president and ask him, 
would you not, about it, as to what you should do in respect of that 
order! 

Mr. Nicholson. I presume that is the proper way to do, yes; and 
I would. 

Mr. Tayler. I am not asking about the proper way. 
Mr. Nicholson. I would say to them 

Mr. Tayler. Let me understand you. Mr. Nicholson. We will 
assume that you were in a state of health that would permit you to 
travel back and forth ; and that is excluded from the consideration of 
the question. Suppose the committee should say to you, or give to 
you an order, issued by the Senate of the United States, directing you 
to proceed at once to Utah, as the recorder of the temple, and bring 
with you the records that are there in the tmeple, in that office where 
you four men work. What would you do I 

Mr. Nicholson. What would I do! 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson. Directing it to the presidency! 
Mr. Tayler. No ; the order would be to you directly. What would 
you do now with that order respecting those records? 
Mr. Nicholson. What woula I do? 
Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Nicholson. You want me to say that I would go to the presi- 
dency. 

Mr. Tayler. No; I do not care what you say. I only want to 
know what the truth would be, as you said President Smith told you 
to tell it. All I want is the truth about it 

Mr. Nicholson. I should tell them— 

Mr. Tayler. You would what? 

Mr. Nicholson. I should tell them 

Mr. Tayler. You would tell him? 

Mr. Nicholson. Jell them. There is more than one president 
Mr. Tayler. You mean the first presidency or the apostles— which? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes. 
Mr. Tayler. How is it? 

Mr. Nicholson. The presidency. Of course they are at the top. 
Mr. Tayler. That is the first thing you would do. Before pro- 
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ceeding to bring these books you would see the first presidency. That 
is right? 

Bfi. Nicholson. No. 

Mu. Tayler. What f 

Mr. Nicholson. No. 

Mr. Tayler. Then what? 

Mr. Nicholson. I should go home and see my folks mighty quick. 
I have a wife in a very dangerous condition. I would go to them and 
attend to that afterwards. 

Mr. Tayler. We are pleased to note the presence of a playful turn. 

Mr. Nicholson* Would you not do the same thing? 

Mr. Tayler. I think I should do the same thing. 

Mr. Nicholson. So would I. 1 

Mr. Tayler. But before going to the place where these records are 
kept and packing them up and bringing them with you to Washing 
ton, in obedience to the order of the Senate, you would go and ask 
the first presidency if it was proper for you to do so ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Taylbr. And whether the first presidency would deem it neces- 
sary to decide the question yes or no, or whether they would appeal 
to the assembly or to the church, you do not know, of course ? 

Mr. Nicholson. I do not know. 

Mr. Taylbr. If the first presidency said, no, you were not to bring 
the books here, of course you would not bring them, would you? 
Mr. Nicholson. I would not. 

Mr. Taylbr. And if the Senate should send the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Senate and arrest you and order you to bring them with you, 
you would still refuse to bring them unless the first presidency tola 
you to? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbr, Now, Mr. Nicholson, just one question. You have ' 
stated that there is this marriage record which you brought with you, 
the nature of which we understand, and that there is a record of 
sealings between those who had been married before? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. How did you know when a person's record of that 
kind came which book to put it in ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Because of that very fact that they had been mar- 
ried before. 1 

Mr. Tayler. How did you know that they had been married be- 
fore ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Because we always find it out 
Mr. Tayler. How? 

Mr. Nicholson. They have to show it; bring their certificate." 
Mr. Tayler. Certificate from whom? 

Mr. Nicholson. There is a certificate given to the parties by law. 

Mr. Tayler. You are speaking of legal marriages? Now, Mr. 
Nicholson, do you know Mr. Hickman, a professor in the Brigham 
Young University ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You know him? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Are you well acquainted with him! 
Mr, Nicholson. No, sir; not very. 
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Mr, Tayler. You did not heat him testify, or you were not here 
when he testified! 
Mr. Nicholson. I did not. 

Mr* Tatuer. Mr. Nicholson, Mr. Hickman testified— * 
Senator MoComas. What page? 

Mr. Tayler. At page 94, four or five questions down* Mr. Hick- 
man had testified that he had married a legal wife some fifteen or 
twenty years ago, and that in the summer of 1890 he married a plural 
wife m Mexico. Subsequently, that is, three or four years ago, his 
legal wife died, leaving him with the plural wife surviving. Now, of 
course, you would understand from that that there would be no record 
of any legal marriage at that time between him and the plural wife. 
You would recognize that, would you not! Now, in that state of 
affairs he testifies: 

" Mr. Tayler. Have you been married again to your plural wife! " 

He replied: 

"No*sir." 

Mr. Worthington. Page 94? 
Mr. Tayler. Page 94, near the top of the page. 
"Mr. Tayler. ifo ceremony has occurred except that which took 
place in 18901 

" Mr. Hickman. Except we went through the temple and were 
sealed there. 
"Mr. Tayler. When! 

" Mr* Hickman. Something like a year ago— no, between two and 
three years ago. . 
"Mr. Tayler. You deem that a marriage ceremony, do you not! 
" Mr* Hickman. Well, it is simply sealing. 
"Mr. Tayler. There was no marriage license issued? 
"Mr. Hickman. No, sir." 
Now. where is the record of that sealing! 
Mr. Nicholson. I do not know. 
Mr. Tayler. Where would it be? 

Mr. Nicholson. It would be, in my opinion, in the Book of 
Sealings. 

Mr. Tayler. Of which sealings? ; 

Mr. Nicholson. Eh? [Pause.] You say he had a wife and she 
died and left the other one? 

Mr. Tayler. Left the plural wife. After the death of the legal 
wife he says what I have read to you — 

" Except we went through the temple and were sealed there." 
- I have no doubt this was the Salt Lake temple, but that is not 
important I want to know what book that sealing would be re- 
corded in. 

Mr. Nicholson. That is a juggler, because I do not know anything 
about it It is a new thing. 
Mr. Tayler. It is a new thing? 

Mr. Nicholson. That is, for me. I never heard of a case. 
Mr. Tayler. You never heard of a case like that? 
Mr. Nicholson,' No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. As it stands by itjself there is no book that you know 
of where it could properly be recorded. Is that correct ? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir; that is about it 
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Mr. Tayler. The inference, therefore, is that if a man is so sealed 
to a woman in the temple, there is no record of it Is that right? 
Mr. Nicholson. No. 

Mr. Tayler. I do not want to be unfair* What does it mean-! 

Mr. Nicholson. You would have to go back to the temple and find 
out whether it was there or not If they were sealed, it was not a 
marriage you know. There is a book, as I said, for tiiat class who 
are only sealed and not married. 

Mr. Tayler. What do you suppose he was sealed to this woman 
for? 

Mr. Nicholson. There is a process by which they receive blessings 
that will be of benefit to them in time and in eternity. But it is not 
a marital affair at alL , 

Mr. Tatler. Is it your interpretation of the testimony of Professor 
Hickman that the ceremony that he went through had nothing at all 
to do with their relation as husband or wife? 

Mr. Worthington. I object to his being asked to interpret the 
testimony of a witness given when he was not here. 

Mr. Tattler. He heard the testimony. 

Mr. Worthington. He said he was not here. 

Mr. Nicholson. I never heard the testimony. 
• The Chairman. But Mr. Tayler just read what Mr. Hickman testi- 
fied to. 

Mr. Worthington. He read a part of it. Mr. Hickman later ex- 
plained the matter and gave an entirely different interpretation, and 
the facts are entirely different from what Mr. Tayler has assumed to 
this witness. 

This witness never heard any part of the statement ' You will 
find from an examination of page 101 that the situation was nothing 
like Mr. Tayler understood Mr. Hickman to say at first 

Senator McComas. One hundred and one? 

Mr. Worthington. At the top of page 101. Instead of it being 
what it is assumed to be, it is exactly the reverse of what it has been 
assumed to be. 

Mr. Tayler. Before a person can be sealed in any way the endow- 
ment must betaken, must it not? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir ; that is proper. 
Mr. Tatler. It is necessary? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler, And in case of his being sealed in any way for any 
purpose, endowments have to be taken ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir; that is the way. It comes up gradu- 
ally — baptism, endowment 

Mr. Tayler. The ceremony of marriage, of the character which 
is recorded in this book which you brought, could not be performed in 
the temple for Mr. Hickman and his wife unless he brought a 
license, could it? 

Mr. Nicholson. That is the way it appears, according to your 
statement 
Mr. Tayler, That is the fact? 

Mr. Nicholson. According to your statement of the testimony 
given. 

Mr. Tayler. When President Winder said to Professor Hickman 
that they could not marry him and his wife, to whom he had been 
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married gome years before by a ptoral-marriage ceremony, unless 
and until he came there with a marriage license issued by the civil 
authority- 

, Mr. Nicholson. I am not familiar with that at all. I do not 
know anything about it 
Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

Senator McComas. Mr. Nicholson, as Mr. Worthington has stated, 
the facts in the case of Mr. Hickman are fully set forth later on in 
his testimony. 

Mr. Nicholson. I can not hear you, Senator, 

Senator McComas. I want to ask you a question respecting Pro- 
fessor Hickman. In his testimony he said : 

" We asked President Winder, then the president of the temple, in 
regard to being married. We told him that we had been sealed for 
time and eternity in old Mexico many years before, and asked him 
if we could be married. He made the statement that if we desired 
to it could be done, but we would have to have a license. But under 
the circumstances he took a record of our marriage and said then if 
we desired to come and be married according to the laws of the land, 
and bring a license, they would marry us." 

. But he said under the circumstances President Winder took a rec- 
ord of their marriage in old Mexico. When the president of the tern-' 
pie took a record of the marriage of Professor Hickman and one of 
nis wives in old Mexico, where would that marriage be recorded 
according to the practice of keeping your books! 

Mr. Nicholson. I do not know. 

Senator McComas. You do not know! 

Mr. Nicholson. No. 

Senator McComas. Why not? 

Mr. Nicholson. Because I am not informed on it 

Senator McComas. But if President Winder took a record of the 
marriage between Hickman and wife in old Mexico he would prob- 
ably give it to you or to your assistants f 

Mr. Nicholson. Very likely; but it is a matter 

Senator McComas. Acoonfing to your practice, where would you 
enter that record of the marriage wnich President Winder took— in 
what book? 

Mr. Nicholson. I do not know a thing about that 
Senator McComas. I am referring to a marriage in old Mexico 
between a man and a woman, a record of which had been taken by 
the president of the temple, President Winder. I simply want to 
know where that marriage would be recorded—in what book in your 

care! ' 
Mr. Worthington. If in any. 
Senator McComas. If in any, where f 

Mr. Nicholson. It ought to be in the book. You say they were 
married there? 

Senator McComas. They were married in old Mexico, as I under- 
stand, according to the methods of the Mormon sealing. 

Mr. Nicholson. It would look to me as if it ought to go in the 
sealing book. 

Senator McComas, In the sealing book? ■ 
Sir; WoirmiNOTON. The marriage was in Mexico, for time only. 
They can only be sealed for eternity in the temple. 
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Senator McComas. A marriage for time, contracted in old Mexico, 
would go in the other book which you have described! 

Mr, Nicholson* Yes, sir ; at least I think so. 

Senator McComas. The book you did not bring; not the book you 
did bring? I say it would be in the book you did not bring and 
which you have described, and not in this book? 

Mr, Nicholson. I do not know whether it is there or not, but it 
may be. 

Senator McComas. According to your practice it would go there. 
Is that right? 

Mr, Nicholson. Yes; that is to say, if they were married, no 
doubt, although not according to the law. 

Senator McComas, I could not hear the last part of your answer* 
Will the reporter please read it ? 

The reporter read as follows: 

u Mr. Nicholson. Yes ; that is to say, if they were married, no 
doubt, although not according to the law." 

Senator McComas, Then the names of those people who were 
sealed out of the temple, and in this case out of the country, and who 
are not married according to law, but are sealed for time, in this case 
in Mexico, or it may be elsewhere, although I do not* know just 
where, would be put in the book you did not bring ? 

Mr. Nicholson. I think they would be entitled, to be sealed in the 
temple under those conditions, if the former marriage was only for 
time. 

Senator McComas. I did not ask you about the marriage. I only 
want to know whether or not you would put the recorcfof such a 
marriage as I have described, between Hickman and wife in Old 
Mexico, sealing for time, in the book you have described but did not 
bring. Would you record it there? 

Mr. Nicholson. I can not say definitely, but— 

Senator McComas. You think you would ? 

Mr. Nicholson. I can not say definitely. 

Senator McComas. Do you think you would put in that book the 
record of a marriage of the kind I have described ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Thev were already married ? 

Senator McComas. fn Old Mexico; they were sealed in Old Mex- 
ico for time, 

Mr. Nicholson (after a pause). It is a complicated thing. 

Senator McComas. No ; it is very simple. 

Mr. Nicholson. I would judge it would go in the other book. 

Senator McComas. That is right. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. Nicholson. But I do not know. I want it understood that I 
can not tell anything about it, because it never came before me till I 
got here. 

Mr. Worthington. You mean you have never known of such a 
case? 

Mr. Nicholson. I never knew any other case like that, and I did 
not know about this one here. 
The Chairman. Proceed, gentlemen. 

Mr. Taylor. Without looking at the book, do you recall about how 
many marriages have been recorded in the book which you have 
brought? 

Mr. Nicholson. I could not tell without examining the book. 
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Mt.Taylbh. Are the entries in this book all made by one man t 
Mr. Nicholson. This book here [examining book] f 
Mr. Taylrh. Yea 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir; that is my understanding. I have looked 
at it repeatedly. 
Senator McComas. Duncan McAllister, he said, made them. 
Mr. Ta ylbr. Yes. 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes. 

Mr, Taylbr. It is his work to make the entries in that book, and, as 
you understand it, he has been making them since it started? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Now, will you tell us the number of marriages re- 
corded in the book? 

Mr. Nicholson. Six thousand six hundred and thirty-eight, 

Mr. Taylbk. This is a blank book, with the pages ruled, and the 
record of a single marriage runs from the left-hand side of the left 
page clear across the other page t 

Sir. Nicholson. Yes; sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. With the heading: "living Sealings, Salt Lake 
Temple." 

And below that: M Number ; names ; remarks. Born : Day. Month. 
Year. Where born: Town. County. Country. State. Sealed: 
Day. Month. Year. By whon sealed; witnesses; recorder." 

That is a correct description of the arrangement in columns of 
these two pages? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. Mr. Nicholson, you haye this book before you 
now? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. Up to the page where it is now open the book 
is filled with the six thousand and odd hundred marriages. Is the 
other book which you have described about the size of this book! 

Mr. Nicholson. Not quite so large. 

Senator McComas. Not quite so large f 

Mr. Nicholson. Nofe^/ 

Senator McComas. Is the book as thick as this book? 

Mr. Nicholson. That is what I mean. It is not as thick. 

Senator McComas. According to your best recollection, refreshing 
your recollection by the last time you remember to have seen the other 
book, compared with this, about what part of that book which you 
have in your hand would probably be filled with the list of marriages 
contained in the other book? Indicate— a half, or a fourth, or a fifth 
of the book before you. 

Mr. Nicholson. I could not 

Senator McComas. Approximately, according to the best estimate, 
from such recollection as you have. Or, if you can, give the number 
of marriages; about the number. 

Mr. Nicholson. It would not be much more than half, according to 
my recollection. 

Senator McComas. The book is somewhat smaller? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir ; it is somewhat smaller. 

Senator McComas. And would be about how much of this book? 

Mr. Nicholson. It would not be more than about half. 

Senator McComas. Have you any apiuroximata recollection 
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Mr. Nicholson. There would not be half the number in it. 
Senator McComasI There would not be half the number of mar- 
riages f 

Mr. Nicholson. Hardly, I think; not much more, if any. 

The .Chairman, Is there anything else wanted of this witness ? 

Mr. Worthington. I wish to see if I understand about these books. 
I think I do. In the book which you havs brought here, Mr. Nichol- 
son, there were recorded, according to your unaox-standing and knowl- 
edge, all the legal marriage ceremonies th»f. b we been celebrated in 
the temple since it was opened ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Down to the time you brought the book here! 
Mr. Nicholson. Up to the time I left. 

Mr. Worthington. In the other book, if I understand you., are re- 
corded sealings, as you call them? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes; blessings. 

Mr. Worthington. Which have taken place in the temple between 
people who are already married and who come there to have the ad- 
ditional ceremony of sealing. Is that it? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. • 

Mr. Worthington.. Suppose a couple come there and wanted to be 
sealed, and tell you that they are not married, but that they want to 
be sealed. Is anything done about that ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir; they can not have anything done. 

Mr. Worthington. So far as you know and believe, is there any- 
thing recorded in this book which you have not produced here except 
the naked evidence of, the fact of sealing people who are already 
legally married? 

Mr. Nicholson. I have no reason to believe any other way than 
that 

Mr. Worthington. The fact that it was a sealing, as distinguished 
from a marriage record, under a subpoena which required you to 
bring only a* record pertaining to marriages, was what actuated you 
in not bringing the book? 

Mr. Nicholson. Because it was not marriages. 

Senator Dubois. Where is the marriage of Abraham H. Cannon,- 
performed in 1896, recorded ? 

Mr. Nicholson. What is that? 

Senator Dubois. Where is the marriage of Apostle Abraham H. 
Cannon with Lillian Hamlin recorded? 
Mr Worthington. That is assuming that he was married to her. 
Mr. Taylek. Do you still deny that? 

Mr. Worthington. I do not admit it. There is no evidence before 
this committee on which you could go into a court and establish the 
fact of marriage. 

Mr. Tatlrr. I could convict him of bigamy on that testimony 
in any court; 

Mr. Worthington. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Sure. 

Mr. Worthington, You would not have the audacity to attempt 
to prove the fact of marriage by such testimony. 

Senator Dubois. I want to ask you where the marriage of Abra- 
ham EL Cannon to Lillian Hamlin is recorded! 
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Mr. Nicholson. I do not know where it is., I have never come 
across it 

Senator Dubois. Do you think it is recorded in the temple at all? 
Mr. Nichoi^on. I think very likely so, but I know nothing about it 
Senator Dubois. It would be recorded in the temple naturally? 
Mr. NicnoLSON. I ^ beg-pardon. 

Senator Dubois. Is not the temple the proper place to record that 
marriage? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes, I judge it is. 

Senator Dubois. Would you judge that it is recorded in the 
temple ? 

Mr. Nicholson. You see, there may be a hundred cases you might 
mention to me, and I would not recollect anything about them. It 
could only be done by 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Suppose a couple were married in some other 
temple, would there be any record of it in Salt Lake temple? 

Mr. Nicholson^ No. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Suppose they were not married in any temple 
at all, but were married m some private place or residence, a plural 
marriage; would that be recorded in the temple? 

Mr. Nicholson. No, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Assuming that Abraham H. Cannon did marry 
Lillian Hamlin in 1896, would that marriage be recorded anywhere? 

Mr. Nicholson. The marriage? I should think so. 

Senator Dubois. Do you not know whether it would be or not? 
He was an apostle of the church. 

Mr. Nicholson. You have the book in your possession. 

Mr, Wobthinoton. So far as you know, has there been any record 
kept in the temple* of marriages and sealings except those which 
occurred in the temple? 

Mr. Nicholson. Please state that again. 

Mr. Worthington. So far as you know, since the temple was 
opened, has there been kept there any record of marriages or sealings 
except those which took place in the temple f 

Mr. Nicholson. Not any there, only what were in the temple, 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Only those in tne temple? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. If a marriage takes place anywhere outside of 
the temple it is not recorded in the book in tne temple? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes ; lots of them. 
Mr. Wobthinoton. What? 
Mr. Nicholson. Yes ; they do not come to us. 
Mr. Wobthinoton. What? 

Mr. Nicholson. There are lots of people who do not come to the 
temple to get married. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Do you mean you have a book in which you 
keep records of marriages tnat take place outside of the temple? 

Mr. Nicholson. No; we do not keep a record of them. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. That is what I supposed. Then the book which 
Jou have produced here contains a record of all the marriages per- 
formed in the temple since it was opened? 

Mr. Nicholson. All the marriages. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. You understand what I mean by that, do you— 
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any ^ceremony which makes it proper for a man to live with a woman 
asihis wife? That is in this book which you have produced ? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes* The record is all alike. 

Mr. Worthington. Suppose a husband goes to the president of 
the church and tells him that he has been married to a plural wife and 
wants to be married in the temple, and the president tells him he will 
have to get a license, and he goes away without anything further, and 
the president makes a memorandum about it— about that marriage— 
finds out where the people had the illegal marriage ceremony per- 
formed, and makes a record of it, is there any book in which that 
would be entered ? 

Mr. Nicholson. No; I do not know of anything of the kind* 

Mr. Worthington. I think that is all. 

Mr, Tayler. Mr. Nicholson, are you. a polygamistt 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. How many wives have you? 

Mr. Nicholson. I have two. 

Mr. Tayler. You have children by both wives? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you had children born to you since 1890? 

Mr. Nicholson. 1890? 

Mr. Tayler. By both wives? 

Mr. Nicholson. ,Wait a moment. I have so many that I can not 
tell. J 

Mr. Tayler. Have you had children born by your plural wives 
ainoe 1890?/ 

Mr. Nicholson. My youngest living child is by my plural wife 

Mr. Tayler. I do not catch that. Your youngest living child 
by your plural wife is how old? 
Mr. Nicholson. Is 22 years old. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you had children by her since then? 
Mr. Nicholson. NoV 

Mr. Tayler. You said your "youngest living child." A child 
might have been born and died, for aught the answer shows. 

Mr. Nicholson. I am right. That tells just exactly what is cor- 
rect and true. 

Mr. Tayler. You have had no children by the plural wife since 
1890? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes ; that is, I have two living and three are dead. 
The Chairman. What is your answer to that question? 
Mr. Tayler. Have you had any children by your plural wife since 
1890? 

Mr. Nicholson. I can not recall it. I am a little afraid to do it 
The youngest child I have now is 22 years old. 
Mr. Tayler. I understand that. 

Mr. Nicholson. I am pretty clear that I have not had any since 
the manifesto. I do not mean that for a joke. 
Mr. Tayler. What is it ? 

Mr. Nicholson. It is my wife that has had them, not me. 

Mr. Tayler. That seems to be the gentile habit also. I only want 
the fact about it, and I do not suppose there is any indisposition on 
jour part to tell what the fact is, if ydu can recall it 

Mr. Nicholson. Not at all. I would tell you in a moment, but I 
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can not recall anything hardly. You noticed that, because I have 
been going through a lot of trials. % 

Mr. Tatljbr. I think your memory has not been disappointing 
either to you or to us. You have been in the status ol a polygamist 
ever since you took a plural wife? 

Mr. Nicholson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tattler. That is all. 

The Chairman. I do not want to annoy -vou, but can you readily 
Mall the number of children you have had I 
Mr. Nicholson. Fifteen. 

The Chairman. How many of them by the plural wife, if you can 

Mr. Nicholson. Five; and ten by the other. 

The Chairman. Are the five all living? 

Mr. Nicholson. No; there are only two of the five living. 

Mr. Nicholson. The other three at different times. There was 
only one fully developed young man, and the others were little 
children. 

The Chairman. Can you tell about when they died ? 

Mr. Nicholson. The eldest boy died within this year* 

Mr. Van Cott. What was his age! 

The Chairman. How old was he when he died? 

Mr. Nicholson. HewastK*. 

The Chairman. That is all, ; 

Mr, Van Cott. When this witness is through, may I ask one ques- 
tion of Mr. Hickman, and only one question I 
The Chairman. Ia there anything further wanted of this witness? 
Mr. Tatlbr. Nothing more, Mr. Chairman. 
The Chairman. Can he be discharged, or do you wish him to re- 

^B^Worthinoton. He can be discharged, so far as we are con- 

TXSTDfOHY 0* JOBIAH HICXKAN— EecaUed. 

Josiah Hickman, having previously been sworn, was examined, 
and testified as follows: 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr: Hickman, what did you mean, in answer to one 
of my questions, when you answered that President Winder made a 
record of your plural marriage which had been celebrated in Mexico? 
-W*t did you mean by the word " record?" 

Mr. Hickman. He just had a tablet, I suppose a notebook, al- 
though I do not remember, as it has been some two years and a half 
ago, and took a note of our marriage, when and where. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all. ■ ■■ 

Senator McComas. Did he say why he took that note, or what he 
would do with it? t % 

Mr. Hickman. No, air; but he expected us to come back with our 
license to be married. 

Senator McComas. But you said that ** under the circumstances he 
look a record of our iuarriage." 
* Mr. Hickman. Tee. 

■ Senato McComas. Did he indicate to you that he took that mem- 
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orandum of the names of tjie persons married, the date, and place, in 
order that there might be a record kept of the marriage? 

Mr. Hickman. He made no explanation, and I gave it no further 
thought. 

Senator McComas. Did he say that he would keep a record or take 
a record! 

Mr. Hickman. He took that record, but what he was to do with it 
I do not know ; whether it was to hold it until we came and got mar- 
ried and then put it on the books I do not know. 

Senator McComas. You have no other knowledge of the reasons for 
taking it down? 

Mr. Hickman. No, sir ; he just made that remark. 

Senator McComas. What remark ? 

Mr. Hickman. That was read. 

Senator McComas. What remark! 

Mr. Hickman. Under the circumstances he would take a note of 
that or take it down. 

Senator Dubois. Is it permissible for a Mormon, or was it permis- 
sible when you were married the second time, for a Mormon to enter 
into plural marriage without getting the consent of some one in 
authorihr in the church ? 

"Mr. Hickman. No, sir. You mean in my second marriage? 

Senator Dubois. Yes ; or any second marriage. 

Mr. Hickman. I do not think it could be done without authority. 

Senator Dubois. Without the consent of some of the authorities f 
Who gave you your authority to enter into this marriage? 

Mr. Hickman. Francis M. Lyman. 

Senator Dubois. Was he an apostle at the time! 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. And he gave his consent? 

Mr. Hickman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. That was in the summer of 1890? 

Mr. Hickman. I think it was June 7, 1800; that is when the mar- 
riage was performed. I got his consent some weeks or months 
before. 

Senator Dubois. You have not been married since the marriage of 
June 7, 1890? 
Mr. Hickman. No. sir. 

Senator Dubois. You have not contracted any kind of a marriage! 
Mr, Hickman. No, sir. l ; = 

Senator Dubois.. Since that of June 7, 1890! 
Mr. Hickman. No^sir. / 
Senator McComas. Have you been sealed for time to any person 
or persons since that time! 
Mr. Hickman. No, sir. 

Thereupon (at 12 o'clock and 65 minutes p. m.) the committee took 
a recess until 2 o'clock p. w* 
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At the expiration of the recess the committee resumed its session. 
The Chairman. Call your next witness, 
Mr. Tatler. Is Mr. Penrose present? 
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Charles W. Penrose, haying been duly affirmed, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Mr. Tayler. You live in Salt Lake. Mr. Penrose? 
Mr. Penrose * es, sir. . 

Mr. Tayler. What official position do you occupy in the church? 
Mr. Penrose. I am at present one of the twelve apostles; since 
last July. 

Mr. Tayler. You are editor of the Deseret News? 
Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Tayler. How long have you been editor of that paper? 

Mr. Penrose. I was connected with the editorial department in 
1«7T, and have been most of the time since; but on two occasions, two 
year*, I was on the Salt Lake Herald, and a couple of years in the 
church historian's office, and during that time I was not connected 
with the paper. But with those exceptions I have been connected 
with the paper right along. 

Mr. Tayler. xou are not now church historian ? 

Mr. Penrose. I say I was for a couple of years one of the assistant 
church historians. ' 

Mr. Tayler. How long have you been a member of the Mormon 
Church? 

Mr. Penrose. Ever since 1850. 

Mr. Tayler. You were not born a member of the church ? 
Mr. Penrose. No. 

Mr. Tayler. That is to say, your parents were not, at the time of 
your birth, members of it? 
Mr. Penrose. No; they were not 

Mr. Tayler. Did you become a member of the church in Utah! 
Mr. Penrose. No ; in London, England. 
Mr. Tayler. When did you come to this country? 
Mr. Penrose. In 1861. 4 . . - 

Mr. Tayler. Have you lived in Utah ever since? 
Mr. Penrose. Yes; mv home has been there since. I have been 
absent in Europe two or three times. 
Mr. Tayler. Your home has been in Salt Lake since that time? 
Mr. Penrose, Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. Are you a poly ga mist? 
Mr. Penrose, Yes, sir. ^ s . 

Mr. Tayler. How many wives have ton f 

Mr. Penrose. My legal wife is dead, and I have two wives whom 
I recognize as my {Mural wives. 

Mr. Tayler. So that you have not been married, as the law defines 
marriage— you understand what I mean by that—to either of your 
present wives? 

JMEr ^Penrose, l^o 

Mr! Tayler. How long is it since your legal wife died? 
Mr. Penrose. Just about two years; two years the middle of next 
January. • 
Mr. Tayler. You have children bf your other wives? 
Mr. Penrose. Yes, air. 
Mr. Taylee. By both of them t 
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Mr. Penrose. No; only by one, 

Mr. Tayler. Is it by the first plural wife that you have had 
children! ., 
Mr. Penrose. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. How many children have you had by her since 18901 

Mr* Penrose. None. \ 

Mr. Tayler. How old is the youngest child ? 

Mr. Penrose. Eighteen years old. 

Mr. Tayler. You became an apostle last July! 

Mr. Penrose. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. In place of Apostle Woodruff, I believe, who died? 
Mr. Penrose. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Was that Apostle Woodruff a son of Wilford Wood- 
ruff? 

Mr. Penrose. A. son of Wilford Woodruff. 

Mr. Tayler. Will you tell us how, in so far as you have knowledge 
of it, you came to be elected apostle ? 

Mr. Penrose. I was selected by the presidency of the church and 
the other apostles 

Mr. Tayler. Yes; go ahead. 

Mr. Penrose. Who were present in the meeting in the temple. I 
was chosen to be one of the twelve by them. 

Mr. Tayler. Were you present at the meeting? 

Mr. Penrose. No ; I was not there until after the decision had been 
made. 

Mr. Tayler. Until after they had made their choice? 
Mr. Penrose. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you then meet with them? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes; I was sent for and informed that they had 
unanimously Chosen me to fill the place made vacant by the death of 
Mr. Woodruff. 

Mr. Tayler. Where was it you met them when you were called for? 
Mr. Penrose. I met them in a room in the temple. 
Mr. Tayler. Was it the regular meeting place of the apostles? 
Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Or was it on a ceremonial occasion ? 
Mr. Penrose. It was the regular meeting place where they usually 
assemble when tijiev have a. meeting. 
Mr. Tayler. Who were there ? 

Mr. Penrose. President Joseph F. Smith, President John R. 
Winder, President Anthon H. Lund, Francis M. Lyman, John Henry 
Smith, Rudger Clawson. I do not know whether Reed Smoot was 
present or notj I could not remember about that; but there were 
Hiram M. Smith and George A. Smith. • They were all who were 
present. 

Mr. Tayler. Was George Teasdale there? 

Mr. Penrose. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Why not, if you know? 

Mr. Penrose. I do not know. I did hot inquire. 

Mr. Tayler. Was he in the country, if you know f 

Mr. Penrose. Not that I know of. 

Mr, Tayler. Was John W. Taylor there ? 

Mr. Penrose. He was not. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you understand that he is out of the country f 
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Mr. Penrose. That is my understanding of it, but I do not know 
of mv own knowledge where he is. 
Mr. Tatmol HebS J. Grant m on a foreign mission I 
Mr. Penrose. He was in Europe, as I understand. 
Mr. Tatler. Was Apostle Merrill there? 

Mr. Penrose. No. I understood he was too siek to be present He 
has not been in Salt Lake for a long time. He makes his home in 
Richmond. 

. Mr. Tatler. You know those men were not there? 
Mr. Penrose. Oh, yes; I know they were not there. 
Mr. Tatleb. You Know that all the others were there except Mr. 
Smoot? 

Mr. Penrose. All that I mentioned. I will not be certain whether 
Mr. Smoot was there or not I do not remember. 

Mr. TaylEr. Mr. Smoot is the only member of the presidency and 
the twelve apostles concerning whom you are unable to speak defi- 
nitely one way or the other. Is that right ? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes; in regard to his presence. 

Mr. Tatler. In regard to his presence there? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes; I think he was there, but I am not sure. 

Senator Dubois. Was Apostle Cowley there? 

Mr. Penrose. No^sir. 

Senator Dubois. Where was he? 

Mr. Penrose. I do not know. 

Mr. T/tlbr. Is that all, Senator? 

Senator Dubois. Yes. 

Mr. Tatler. You were elected, you say, ki July, and your election 
came up to be sustained, or you were sustained, when, after that? 

Mr. Penrose. At the general conference in October. 

Mr. Tatler. And at that time you and all of the first presidency 
and the twelve apostles were unanimously sustained ? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes; I believe so. I saw no contrary vote. 

Mr. Tatler. In the conference of your people which you hold twice 
s> year, in April and October of each year 

Mr. Penrose. Yes. 

Mr. Tatler. The assent is shown by lifting the hand ? 
Mr. Penrose. Lifting the right hand. 

Mr. Tatler. Have you ever known dissent to be shown by lifting 
the hand? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes; I remember one case very distinctly, when a 
number of hands rose against John W. Taylor. 
Mr. Tatler. When was that? 

Mr. Penrose. I can not give you the date now ; I can find out 
Mr. Tatler. About how long ago was it? 
Mr. Penrose. Several years ago. 
Mr. Tatler. What do you mean by a several? * 
Mr. Penrose. I can not give you the date; I can find it and let you 
have it 

Mr. Tatler. Was it five or twenty-five years ago ? 
Mr. Penrose. It is more like-five, but I think it is a little over that 
Mr. Tatler. As much as ten? ^ 
Mr. Penrose. No; I do not think it is as much as ten* It may not 
kave been any more than five. 
Mr. Tatler. Worn many hands w«w rated! 
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Mr* Penrose. I do not remember the number* 
Mr. Tatler. There were several? 
Mr. Penrose. Yes; there were several. 
Mr. Tatler. What happened* about it? 

Mr. Penrose. The matter was referred, and I believe John W. 
Taylor made it right with the persons who dissented from him and 
the matter passed along all right 

Mr. Taller. The persons who interposed their dissent were called 
upon to show why they dissented, were they not? 

Mr. Penrose. Not then and there. 

Mr. Tatler. Not then and there, of course. 

Mr. Penrose. They were not called upon. Mr. Tayler was referred 
to them, and they conferred personally together, and he made the 
matter right with them. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you remember the occasion of the objection to 
Mr. Taylor? 

Mr. Penrose, I believe it was some remarks he made^ about some 
members of the choir. I think that was the occasion of it. 

Mr. Tatler. And where were the dissenting hands; up among the 
choir? 

Mr. Penrose. Mostly among the choir ; some in the congregation^ 
Mr. Tatler. Apostle Taylor had made some remarks which dis- 
paraged or which the choir claimed disparaged them? 

Mr. Penrose. They claimed it reflected upon their personal char- 
acter. 

Mr. Tatler. He charged them, in fact, or some of them, with 
immorality? 
Mr. Penrose. It had that inference. 

Mr. Tatler. And when, shortly after he had made this public 
charge against members of the choir, his name was presented, then 
there were some uplifted hands that refused to sustain ? 

Mr. Penrose. In dissent; refused to sustain. 

Mr. Tatler. Against sustaining? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. The incident, so far as that conference was concerned", 
was closed, I suppose, with that exhibition of uplifted hands in 
dissent? 

Mr. Penrose, The wav I understand it is that he wa3 required to 
meet with them and settle this matter of difference between them. 

Mr. Tatler. But nothing happened in a public way in that as- 
sembly? 

Mr. Penrose. No; because the majority, of course, the very large 
majority, sustained nim. 

Mr. Tatler. Precisely, because the very large majority sustained 
him. > 

Mr. Penrose. Yes. 

Mr. Tatler. And then he was required to take it up with these 
persons? 

Mr. Penrose. With the persons who were disaffected. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you know whether Apostle Smoot was present at 
the October conference? 

Mr* Penrose. I think he was, but I am not positive about it. I 
believe he was. 

S. Doc. 486, 59-1, vol 2 17 
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Mr. Tayler. Has he evei been present at a meeting of the apostles 
when you were present! - 
Mr. Penrose. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Tayler. The Deseret News is the organ of the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-Day Saints ? 

Mr. Penrose. It is in this sense, as we have published repeatedly, 
that whenever tho authorities of the church have anything to say 
publicly they will say it through the Deseret News over their signa- 
tures. And* any church news or intelligence, information for the 
general public, is published in the columns of the News. 

Mr. Tayler. The p vp»:r l>elongs to the church, does it not! 

Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir. - ., 

Mr. Tayler. And the building? 

Mr. Penrose. The building and the plant, 

Mr. Tattler. And the paper itself? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes; I understand so. 4 

Mr. Tayler. And it is edited by one of the twelve? 

Mr. Penrose. It is now. 

Mr. Tayler. What office did you hold before you became an 
apostle? 

Mr. Penrose. For some time I was one of the presidents of the Salt 
Lake stake of Zion, as it is called, second counselor to Angus M. 
Gannon. 

Mr. Tayler. The Salt Lake stake of Zion is the largest of all the 
stakes? 

Mr. Penrose. It was then. There have been four made out of it 
since, and one of them is the Salt Lake stake, which is not the largest 
now. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know, Mr. Penrose, whether one of your wives 
has recently changed her name, her public name, so as to indicate that 
she is your wife? 

Mr. Penrose. I believe while I was in Mexico, that, having moved 
her place of business — she is a doctor, a graduated doctor — she added 
the name of Penrose to her sigh or to her advertisement in some way. 

Mr. Tayler. She had previously gone as a doctor by her name, the 
name which she had before she married you ? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes. 

Mr; Tayler. When were you married to her? 
Mr, Penrose. March 11, 1886. I think that is the date. 
Mr. Tayler. Did you receive a special amnesty at the hands of 
President Cleveland ? * 
Mr. Penrose. I did. 

Mr, Tayler. Was it coupled with the condition that you should 
thereafter obey the law ? 
Mr. Penrose. I believe it was. 

Mr* Tayler. That was the law respecting holding out more than 
one woman to be your Wife^ as well as the law against contracting 
new polygamous marriages? 

: Mr. Penrose. I do not remember the exact wording of the docu- 
ment, but it implied that, I suppose/ 

Mr. Tayler. That Was the effect of it? 

Mr. Penrose. I suppose so. 

Mr. Tayler. You have not lived up to that condition, hive you ? 
Mr. Penrose. Na 
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Mr. Worthington. When did you marry your other wives? You 
married one in 1886. 
Mr. Penrose. In 1868. 

Mr. Wohtuikoton. Both of the others in 1803? 
Mr. Penrose. No: I am an old man. I married one in 1854, one 
in 1863, and one in 1886, 
Mr. Worthington. 1854, 1863, and 1886? 
Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. How long have you been the editor of the 
Deseret News? * 

Mr, Penrose. I commenced work on the editorial statF of the 
Deseret News in 1877. 

Mr. Worthington. You said that Apostle Teasdale was not pres- 
ent at this meeting. 

Mr. Penrose. I said he was not present. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you know the reason of his absence ? 

Mr. Penrose. I understood that when he went away some time ago 
he was very sick. 

The Chairman. I want to ask a question, because I did not quite 
understand the witness. [To the witness:] Let me ask you what is 
the fact as to whether Senator Smoot was present at the meeting when 
you were chosen an apostle. 

Mr. Penrose. I had some little doubt as to whether he was present 
I do not remember whether he was present or not. It was not a mat- 
ter which made very much of an impression on my mind one way or 
the other. I am not sure of it. He may have been there. 

The Chairman. What is your best recollection about it now ? 

Mr. Penrose. It seems to me he was there. 

Mr. Worthington. We will save any further trouble on that point 
Senator Smoot was there. 

Mr. Penrose. He was there? I will admit that, of course. 

The Chairman. He was there and participated in the election? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes. I was brought in there very unexpectedly and 
suddenly, and I did not particularly remember as to whether Mr. 
Smoot was there. 

The Chairman. Quite naturally. What was the date of that elec- 
tion? 

Mr. Penrose. I believe it was July 7. I would have to refresh my 
mind on that point to be certain about the date. 
The Chairman. This year? 
Mr. Penrose. The present year. 
The Chairman. That is your best recollection? 
Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Was it known to the apostles and the body that 
electedjou at the time that you were a poly ga mist? 
Mr, Penrose. I do not know. Nothing was mentioned about it 
The Chairman. I understand. 

Mr. Penrose. I do not know whether they were acquainted with 
my_affairs or not. 

The Chairman. Mr. Penrose, is it a matter of general notoriety 
that you are a polygamist? •« 

Mr. Penrose. I think it was generally understood that I was. I 
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think they had that impression. I do not know about it. No ques- 
tion was raised about it. 

The Chairman. No one of the body that elected you asked you that 
question! 

Mr. Penrose. No* 

The Chairman. Or inquired whether you were or were not? 
Mr. Penrose. No; it was not mentioned in any way. 
The Chairman. You had done nothing to conceal the plurality of 
wives? 
Mr. Penrose. No, sir. 
The Chairman. It was generally known?* 

Mr. Penrose, But as the saying is, I had not " flaunted " the matter 
before the public. I had not done that. 

The Chairman. How many of the body that elected you were 
polygamists? 

Mr. Penrose. Joseph F. Smith is one, Francis M. Lyman, and 
John Henry Smith; I think there were no others. They had the 
reputation of being polygamists. 

Mr. Tayler. You mean of those who were present? 

Mr* Penrose. Who were present That is the question as I under- 
stood it 

The Chairman. Those who were present. The apostles who were 
absent — name them and state whether they were or were not polyg- 
amists* 

Mr. Penrose. M. W. Merrill is reputed to be a polygamist I am 
not acquainted with his family. George Teasdale is not at present. 
Cowley is reputed to be a polygamist T do not know his family. J 
do not know that I ever met them. 

The Chairman. I just want the general understanding. 

Mr. Penrose. And John W. Taylor is reputed to be a polygamist. 

The Chairman. How about Grant? 

Mr. Penrose. Oh, yes; Heber J. Grant He was absent in Europe. 
Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Then, from your statement, it appears that a ma- 
jority of the apostles are polygamists ? 

Mr. Wortkington. I do not think so. 

The Chairman. You think not? 

Mr. Penrose. I do not view it in that light 

The Chairman. I may have made a miscalculation. 

Senator Dubois. No; you are right Two of those who were pres- * 
ent and four of those who were absent were polygamists, and the wit- 
ness makes seven. 

Mr. Penrose, I suppose that would make it so now. 

Mr. Worthington. I thought the question related to those who 
elected him. 

The Chairman. You say no one protested against your election 
because you were a polygamist ? 

Mr. Penrose. The matter was not mentioned in any way, shape, or 
form. The subject was not introduced at all. 

Hie Chairman. Do you remember, Mr. Penrose, whether the apos- 
tles are required to go through the endowment house or. take the 
endowments before they are eligible to the office of apostleship? 

Mr. Penrose. I never heard that mentioned as a necessary quali- 
fication* 
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The Chairman. So far as you know, is that the fact! 

Mr, Penrose. No; I do not know* I should explain, Senator, that 
what we call the endowment house is not the temple. There was 
a building called the endowment house, in which endowments were 
celebrated, but that building was pulled down, and all the same or 
similar ceremonies are performed m the temple. So we always use 
the term "temple," and not endowment house. Do you mean go 
through the endowment ceremony? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Penrose, No, sir. I have never heard that mentioned as a 
necessary qualification to be an apostle. 
The Chairman. Have you taken the endowment! 
Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. In the old endowment house ? 
Mr, Penrose. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. The same ceremony, in substance, is performed in 
the temple? 
Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. It is already in evidence that that building had 
been destroyed. Before 1890, before the manifesto, was the practice 
of taking plural wives quite prevalent? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes; to some extent. Of course it had to be to a 
limited extent, because the number of males in the Territory was in 
excess of the females, according to the census. 

The Chairman. Then it was limited by the difference between the 
male and the female population? 

Mr. Penrose. That would have some effect, undoubtedly. 

The Chairman. But was there any other restraining influence? 

Mr. Penrose. No; except the desire and will of the people either 
to go into the institution or not. 

Of course there is another thing I may mention in connection with 
that, and that is that at that time persons who entered into that rela- 
tion had to receive a proper recommend from the bishop of the ward 
in which they resided. 

The Chairman. Had to receive what? 

Mr. Penrose. What wds called a recommend — a certificate of good 
character— from the bishop of the Ward and the president of the stake. 

The Chairman. Their good character had to be certified to ? 

Mr. Penrose. And to snow that they were fit to go into the house 
of the Lord* That was the qualification. 

The Chairman. Their good character had to be certified to before 
taking a plurality of wives? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. That is all. 

Senator McComas. Only a question, Mr. Penrose. You are editor 
of the Deseret News? 
Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. You control its policy; you are the editor in 
chief? 

Mr. Penrose. The editor in chief. 

Senator McComas. You control its policy? 

Mr. Penrose, As far as I possibly Can. I do so when I am there. 

Senator McComas. Your personal politics is what? 
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Mr. Penrose. I am a Democrat myself) but the paper is inde- 
pendent 

Senator McComas. Sometimes supporting the Republican party 
and sometimes the Democratic party f 

Mr, Penrose. We have not supported either party, but we have 
supported measures. We have sustained the Administration in its 
Philippine policy and on questions of that character, but not with 
reference to any part}* — only in regard to measures that we thought 
were for the good of the country. 

Senator McComas. You have never supported in your paper the 
Democratic or the Republican party ? 

Mr. Penrose. No, sir; not as parties. The paper has been accused 
sometimes of being Democratic and sometimes of being Republican, 
but when the matter ho 6 been investigated the people had to " read 
between the lines," as they call it, to gain that impression either way. 
We have endeavored to keep it wholly independent, politically — that 
is, in a partisan sense. 

Senator McComas. With leahings to one side or the other, accord- 
ing to the independent policy? 

Mr. Penrose. As it might be so interpreted by either party. 

Senator McComas. The Deseret News, for instance, leaned to the 
Democratic party about the time President Cleveland favored the 
admission of the State, did it not? 

Mr. Penrose. We leaned to the admission of the State into the 
Union. 

Senator McComas. And to his Administration at that time? 
Mr. Penrose. I do not think there was anything supporting his 
Administration particularly as being Democratic. 
Senator McComas. At that time? 

Mr. Penrose. We supported his aim to bring the State into the 
Union, of course. 

Senator McComas. And only that? 

Mr. Penrose. I -do not now remember anything else. 

Senator McComas. Eecently your paper has leaned toward the 
support of President Roosevelt's Administration generally or only 
on the Phifippme^policy? ; 

Mr. Penrose. I do not think we have taken up any other question. 
I do not remember now taking up any other national question except 
in regard to the Philippines. We may x perhaps, however, havo sup- 
ported the position' of the Administration in regard to the Panama 
Canal* 

Senator McComas. And only to the extent you have mentioned ? 
Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir ; that is all 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. 'Penrose, vou have been a rather conspicuous 
figure in the church in Salt Laice City for many years, have you not? 
Mr. Penrose. In some respects. 

Mr. Tayler. I am not asking you to say anything that would make 
you blush to say it. 
Mr. Penrose. Thank youv 

Mr. Tatler. X mean as respects self-praise. But you have been for 
so long a time at the head or the chief newspaper, as you would call 
it, of that region that the public generally has been' very familiar 
with you personally. 

Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Tayler. You have not, as you say, flaunted or advertised the 
fact that you were a polygamist if 
Mr. Penrose. No. 

Mr. Tayler. I know of no one who has charged that against you. 
Nor, on the other hand, has there been any studious concealment of 
that fact? 

Mr. Penrose. No; I think not. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you not understand that the fact that you are a 

polygamist is one that islenown of all 'men 

Mr. Penrose. I think it is. 

Mr. Tayler. Who know you? 

Mr. Penrose. Pretty generally understood. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you the slightest doubt at all that Mr. Smoot 
knew that, as the rest of the world knew it? 

Mr. Penrose. I should think that he would know it on general 
principles. That is all. He had no special reason. He is not 
acquainted, I think, with my family affairs. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you read the testimony that was taken before 
this committee generally last spring? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Was there a reference to you in that testimony as 
being a polygamist, do you remember? 

Mr. Penrose. I believe that President Smith, on being asked the 
question, said I was a polygamist. 

Mr. Tayler. That is what I thought. So if Mr. Smoot heard that 
he would have pretty fair testimony of the fact that you were reputed 
to be a^polygamist? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes; from general reputation, anyway. 

Mr. Tayler. Now, let me understand what 1 fear is grossly misun- 
derstood if the interpretation put upon your remark is the natural 
one. Do you mean to say that any person can or does become a mem- 
ber of the twelve apostles without taking what are called " the ordi- 
nary endowments? " 

Mr. Penrose. I said I thought it was possible. I do think it is 
entirely possible. But I think as a matter of fact they would all 
very probably have been through the endowments. But I would not 
know as a matter of fact. 

1 Mr. Tayler. Now, suppose that one is ordained, if that is the 
WO rd — never mind the word — to the Melchiscdcc priesthood. He 
would have to take some kind of an endowment ceremony or pass 
through one? 

Mr. Penrose. Oil, no. 

Mr. Tayler. He would not? 

Mr. Penrose. No ; not necessarily, 

Mr. Tayler, Not necessarily ? 

Mr. Penrose. No. 

Mr. Tayler. If he were a priest, would he have any authority in 
respect of conferring or conducting the endowment ceremonies? 
Mr. Penrose. No; not because he was a priest. 
Mr, Tayler. Not because he was a priest? 
Mr. Penrose. Oh, no. 

Mr, Tayler* Who may conduct those ceremonies f 
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Mr. Penrose. Only persons who are specially called and set apart 
for the work, and they need not be apostles. An apostle might do so 
ifsosetaparl 

Mr. Tayler. I understand that. Then this endowment ceremony 
is one that may be taken by any person who is a member of the 
church, provided the proper authority says that he in suitable, and it 
need not be taken by any member of the church? 

Mr. Penrose. That is correct, He has to be properly recommended 
in order to receive the ceremony. 

Mr. Tayler. Precisely. 

Mr. Penrose. But he can be a member of tlie church in full fellow- 
ship and standing without going through f he ceremonies. 

Mr. Tayler. President Joseph F. Smith perhaps never passed 
through the temple in the sense of going through the endowment 
ceremony? 

•fr. Penrose. I should not like t© say that he never did, because it 
is pretty well known that he did. 
Mr. Tayler. That he did? 

Mr. Penrose. That he passed through the endowment ceremony. 

Mr. Tayler. Would it surprise you if it was understood that 
Joseph F. Smith had never taken the endowment ceremony? 

Mr. Penrose. It would, because he has officiated there himself in 

the house in years gone by. It would surprise me very much. 

Mr. Tayler. Would it surprise you to learn that Apostle Smoot 
had not taken it? 

Mr. Penrose. I think I should be surprised if I heard that stated. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you the remotest suspicion that he has not? I 
am not referring to Mr. Smoot himself, but to any person high in the 
church. » 

Mr. Penrose. I should think as a rule they had all gone through 
the endowment ceremony. I should think so, but I do not know it 
as a matter of fact. 

Mr. Tayler. Does it rise no higher than a mere think? 

Mr. Penrose, That is all. If I had seen him pass through the cere- 
mony, I would have something more than a think. 

Mr. Tayler. I am not asking for the evidence of your eyes, but the 
evidence of your reason. 

Mr. Penrose. My reason would say yes. 

Mr. Tayler. And the history of the church? 

Mr. Penrose. I should say they had all received the endowments. 
I should think so, 

Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

Mr. Worthington. I think you have already testified Lhat your 
legal wife died about two years ago? 
Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Long before you were elected an apostle! 
Mr. Penrose. Yes. 

The Chairman. Will any of you gentlemen want Mr. Penrose any 
further? 

Mr. Tayler. I would rather Mr. Penrose would not go for the 
present. 

The Chairman. Mr. Penrose will remain in the city. 
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TESTIMOHY OF MBS. WILHEMINA 0. ELLIS-Eecaltod. 

Mrs. WiLHEMtNA C. Ellis, haying been previously swctrn, was 
examined and testified as follows : 

Mr. Tayler. Mrs, Ellis, did your late husband, Abraham Cannon, 
leave a diary? 

Mrs. Ellis. I never seen it. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you say you never saw it? 

Mrs. Ellis. I have seen it, but not since his death. 

Mr. Tayler. Not since his death? 

Mrs. Ellis. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM BUDGE. 

William Budge, being duly sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows : 

Mr. Tayler. Where do you live? 

Mr. Budge. In Paris, Idaho. 

Mr. Tayler. How long have you lived there ? 

Mr. Budge. Thirty-five years. 

Mr. Tayler. You are a member of the Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter Day Saints ? 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. _ 
Mr. Tayler. How long have you been a member of it? 
Mr. Budge. Since the year 1848. 

Mr. Tayler* Where did you become a member of the church! 
Mr. BtfDGE. In Scotland. 

Mr. Tayler. When did you come to this country? 
Mr. Budge. In 1860. 

Mr. Tayler. When did you live before you went to Idaho? 
Mr. Budge. I lived in Cache County, Utah. 

Mr. Tayler. And having lived there some years went to Idaho, 
where you now live? 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. What official position do you hold? 
Mr. Budge. I am president of the Bear Lake Stake. That is a ter- 
ritorial division. 

Mr. Tayler. How large a territory is that? Is it just the county 
of Bear Lake? 

Mr. Budge. Just a little over; yes, more; a little more than the 
county of Bear Lake. It is a very small county, however. 

Mr.. Tayler. It includes all of Bear Lake County and some area 
outside of it? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. How long have you been president of that stake? 

Mr. Budge. Since 1877. 

Mr. Tayler. Are you a polygamist ? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. How many wives have youf 

Mr. Budge. Three wives. 

Mr. Tayler. How many children! 
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Mr. Budge. Twenty-five. 

Mr. Tayler. When were you married to your third wife, Mr. 
Budget 
Mr. Bunco. In 1868. 

Mr. Tayler. That was the last marriage? 
Mr. Budge. That is the last. 
Mr, Tayler. How old is your youngest child t 
Mr. Budge. Between 6 and 7 years of age. 
Mr. Tayler. Between 6 and 7 years of age? 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. The mother of that child is your wife who was mar- 
ried to you in 1868 ? 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. How many children have you had by her since 1890? 

Mr. Budge. Three children. 

Mr. Tayler. Where are your other wives? 

Mr. Budge. Living also at Paris. 

Mr. Tayler. You do not live with one of them to the exclusion of 
the others, then ? 
Mr. Budge. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Most of your children are grown persons? 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You have a son who is the judge of the county in 
which you live? 
Mr. 23udge. The judge of the district. 

Mr. Tayler. Exactly; the district; which includes the county in 
which you live? 
Mr. Budge. , Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You have a son who is the county or prosecuting 
attorney of the county in which you live? 
Mr, Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You have a son-in-law who is the chief assayer in 
chn rge of the mint at Boise ? 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. : j\ 
Senator Dubois. What is his name? 
Mr. Tayler. What is his name? 
Mr. Budge. H. Smith Wolley. 
Mr. Tayler. Is your daughter postmistress at Paris? 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. I suppose you are the most prominent Mormon in 
Idaho, are you not? 
Mr. Budge. That is 

Mr. Tayler. I do not mean by that that you have made yourself so, 
but I mean your official position in the church and the years that you 
have lived there have given you that prominence. • 

Mr, Budge. I may be so considered, yes. 

Mr. Tayler. You are so considered whether you are entitled to such 
elevated position or not. Is it not that right? 
Mr. Budob. Yes. 

Senator Durois. I will testify to that. 

Mr. Tayler, Were you a member of he State senate of Idaho? 

Mr. Budge. I have been. 

Mr. Tayler. When? 
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Mr. Budge. I think six years ago. I am not sure ; six or eight years 

ago. , 1 • - 

Mr. Tayler. I forgot to ask you your politics, 
Mr. Budge. I am a Republican. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Budge, in the Evening Capital News, which is a 
paper published at Boise, I believe, of date June 26, 1904, is a printed 
communication headed "An open letter from Bishop Budge," and 
with the printed name at the end " William Budge." Is that your 
letter? 

Mr. Budob. I believe so. 

Mr. Worthington. Show it to him. 

Mr. Tayler. I will. 

Mr. Budob (examining newspaper). Yes, sir; that is my letter. 

Mr. Tayler. That is your letter I 

Mr. Budob. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. I want this letter to go in. 

Mr. WoRTHiiNOTON. Do you mean extracts from it? 

Mr. Tayler. No; the whole letter. 

Mr. Worthington. All right, if tlie whole letter is to go in. 
Mr. Tayler. It is not very long. I will read it 
The Chairman. Bead it, Mr. Tayler. 
Mr. Tayler. The letter is as follows: 

"To the Editor: The Democratic convention held at Weiser on 
the 6th instant has called forth considerable discussion as to the pro- 
priety and effect of the adoption of the anti -Mormon programme 
outlined bjr Senator Dubois. The resolution passed by the convention 
is as follows: 

" * We instruct our delegates to the national convention to use every 
honorable means to have the said convention place a plank In the 
national Democratic platform advocating such an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States as will authorize Congress to pass 
such national legislation as may be necessary to suppress polygamy 
or unlawful cohabitation within the United States or any Territory 
subject to its jurisdiction, and to provide for the punishment there- 
for.' 

" There is evidently but one purpose of the resolution, although it 
is general in its terms: Dubois intends to appeal to the prejudices of 
the members of both parties against the Mormons. The solidity of 
the delegates from the southeast against the resolution, and the fact 
that the Senator fought them on the floor of the convention, indicates 
that he is determined to sacrifice the interests of the Democratic 
party to accomplish his purpose, as he must reasonably conclude that 
the southeastern counties will not sustain him in his bitter and unnec- 
essary attacks upon a portion of the people of the State. 

"While there is peace and good will existing politically, as ftjlly 
as may be expected in any prosperous, order-loving State, what object 
can Dubois have in making an effort to disrupt parties, create confu- 
sion, and interfere with the present active development of our State? 
Dubois has always been a selfish political adventurer, who, in pur- 
suit of personal interests, has lost the confidence of both political par- 
ties, but now, professing Democracy, is using that party organization 
in order to systematize his operations in an endeavor to establish a 
new party that he can lead, and thus control the next legislature, 



Sis w^mm^'[ 

« « . • 

through which he may work to brings about his reelection two year* 

hence. Otherwise he can not be reelected. 
" On what pretext does he intend to deprive both the Republican 

and Democratic parties as now constituted of their legitimate repre- 
sentation in the Senate ? It is this, that the Mormons are still prac- 
ticing polygamy, and that he is disgusted with the continuance of that 

form of immorality, which vexes his pure and righteous soul; and to 
reach the transgressors he is willing that the Democrats should 
throw their fundamental doctrine of State rights to the winds and 
Stultify themselves, to put down polygamy-- and to place him in the 
Senate once more— especially the latter. I can not for a moment 
suppose that he is raising all this excitement in the interests of mor- 
ality, or he would hare adopted the amendment to the antipolygamy 
resolution against other sexual offenses offered at the convention. I 
desire the Christian ministers and the women of Idaho to note that 
Dubois professes a desire to punish polygamy that he may obtain, by 
deception, your influence to assist him in his political projects; but he 
refuses to adopt a measure to punish adultery, seduction, and the 
business of brothels. 

"Polygamy among the Mormons in every phase has practically 
disappeared and wilf soon be a thing of the past without legislation, 
and in proof of this statement I desire to present, for the information 
of the public, a few positive facts which I have taken the trouble to 
obtain : Senator Dubois has at different times made exaggerated state- 
ments as to the number of polygamists in Idaho, placing that number 
as high as one-third of the Mormon population, m Bear Lake 
County, which Mr. Dubois has been in the habit of calling the hotbed 
of polygamy in Idaho, there are but 20 men who occupy the status of 
polygamy. The ages of two of them is 42 years, one is 44 years old j 
and the others are between the ages of 58 and 76. If my word is 
doubted in regard to the number of persons who live in polygamy in 
this county I refer you to Rev. R. P. Boyd, a Presbyterian minister, 
who lives m Paris. He has always been exceedingly interested in the 
family relations of the people here and given much attention to 
polygamy. He is a good neighbor and will tell the truth. According 
to 'the course of nature (the ages of the wives estimated) the increase 
in these polygamous families is not likely to be such as to occasion 
alarm. At the* time Idaho was admitted as a State (1890) the num- 
ber of polygamists in Bear Lake County was, on close examination, 
found to be 43, and as to the whole State estimated to be 150, In the 
whole State now we estimate the number to be about 60. The Mor- 
mon population at the time mentioned was estimated to be 25,000; 
now it : is nearly 40,000; 

" Dubois's judgment must be very poor or he must have a poor 
opinion of the judgment of the intelligent citizens of Idaho, if he 
expects to deceive them with such a tran?marently foolish proposition 
as this polygamy question, Theres is no teaching or practice of 
polygamy by the* Mormon people in Idaho. So long ago ae Judge 
Berry's time, he, in a decision, so declared. The offense of polygamy 
never Was at anv time committed by the Mormon people in Idaho, 
but a few people* do live in Idaho who a long time ago married a sec- 
ond or a second and third wife elsewhere. A third wife was unusual. 
Do the people of Idaho wish to join the unscrupulous Senator to run 
a few old people from their homes, which they so much need in their 
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old age, in order to help an unworthy man to remain in the Senate of 
the United States* ana thus deprive better men and abler of their 
legitimate opportunities as faithful party adherents ? ' 

Church influence ' is another complaint which is used r& capital 
in creating prejudice in connection with the effort of Mr. Dubois to 
reelect himself. I wish to state the facts as I understand them. Both 
the great parties, as well as the Populists, have at times desired Mor- 
mon help at elections, and we have taken no exceptions to their appli- 
cations. As individual* we had as much right to give or refuse it as 
any other citizens. Whichever party, however, received the least 
encouragement made the greatest noise about ' church influence,' and 
blamed the bishops and others for using undue power. As it has 
been no uncommon practice elsewhere for politicians to help their 
friends at a distance at election times, so also have men from Utah 
come over the line to take part in politics in this State. 

" It is also true that we are all subject to the influence of others 
more or less, and we must not expect an unnatural condition among 
Mormons, but they are just as unlikely to accept advice against their 
own interests, or to lose their independent political Judgment, as non- 
Mormons, and in proof of their independence in politics statistics will 
show that in the southeastern counties, which were visited by men 
from Utah, the people did not change their political status in nearly 
so great a degree as some of the other counties in which there were 
no campaigners from outside. So long as it is understood bv experi- 
ence as well as by declaration of church authorities that Mormons 
are entirely free to vote for any person or support any political party 
they choose without let or hindrance, the responsibility at election 
times must rest with the individual. The church as such has never 
recognized politics as any part of its work, neither has it at any time 
called to account or corrected any man on account of his voting or 
political affiliation that I have ever heard of, and if it is true what 
our kind friend, the Boise Statesman, writes as to my position in poli- 
tics (the agent of the church in Idaho), I ought to know whereof I 
speak. 

" I have heard manv of the church authorities express their views 
on political matters, Democrats and Republicans, out I could not 
well have pleased them all if they had desired a certain policy to be 
pursued in Idaho. I have never considered it necessary to ignore or 
neglect my duties as a citizen because I may be considered somewhat 
prominent in my church. I vote as I think best, and I would con- 
sider it a hardship if I was not permitted to express my views to my 
neighbors. They can do as they please and must be responsible like 
other people. 

" I have often thought the Mormon people slow to understand the 
nature and value of their political interests, but if the majority of 
the delegates who attended the Weiser convention truly represent 
their constituents, I will hand the diploma for folly to those who 
sent them. Dubois & Co. asked the Democrats on the occasion 
referred to to proclaim to the world that there was polygamy in 
Idaho, and that the State had neither the will nor the means of call- 
ing the offenders to account; that the State could not be trusted to 
hunt up r try, convict, and punish a few old men who possibly would 
be amenable, and that the danger to the Commonwealth must be 
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brought before the national convection by United States Senator 
Pubois and the aid of the General Government solicited. Ye Demo- 
orate and others in Idaho, you are asked to deny your Democracy and 
rive the Senatorship to Duboia in exchange for the punishment of a 
few old men, the pioneers of you* own State, who have assisted under 
many trying circumstances to build it up. 

44 Dubois dragged my family affairs before the convention, which 
I thought was bad manners and very ungentlemanly, and his earnest- 
ness led him to increase the number of my wives. I have three 
wives, the last of whom I married in 1868. I married them all under 
the most sacred obligations to care for them, and to feed, clothe, and 
educate my children, which I have done to the best of my ability. 
I married them for time and all eternity; they are permanent wives 
and I can not forsake them. Senator Dubois may know men who 
have had more wives than I, although he did not mention it — tem- 
porary wives, however. 

"A feeling of gratitude prompts me to say that the Senator honors 
me very much by inferring that I have the ability to dictate the pol- 
itics or the State of Idaho, but I can only accept his kind opinion as 
the expression of his fervent friendship, for 1 am sure I lack the 
knowledge and wisdom to undertake so great a responsibility, pro- 
vided the opportunity was given, and 1 trust that my political 
friends are aware that I have not at any time asked for any special 
favor. 

" William' Budge." 

The Chairman. What next, Mr. Tayler? 
Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

Mr. Worthington. How long have you been a Republican, Mr. 
Budge? 

Mr. Budge* I just forget the date," but at the time of the division. 
It was well known by the people in Idaho and elsewhere, perhaps. 

Mr. Worthington. About 1891, was it not? 

Mr. Budge. I became a Republican. Before that time — will you 
allow me to explain briefly ? 

The Chairman. Certainly. 

Mr. Budge. Before that time we had little occasion for politics. 
We did not look after politics very much. 
The Chairman. Before what time? I did not hear you. 
Mr. Budge. 1891, did some one say ? 

Mr. Worthington. Give your own recollection about the date, Mr. 
Budge, when you became attached to political parties in that region. 
It has been testified in this case that it was about 1890, but I do not 
know when it was. 

Mr. Van Cott. Senator Dubois can probably supply that date, 

Mr. Budge. Senator Dubois will remember. 

Senator Dubois. Do you mean statehood ? 

Mr. Van Cott. No; the division on party lines. 

Senator Dubois. We have always had strict party lines in Idaho. 

Mr. Budge. The Mormon P^opfe have not always had strictly party 
lines. The bulk of the Mormon people in Idaho were Democrats, and 
certain circumstances transpired which pressed them together— that 
is, they fled together for protection and voted the Democratic ticket. 
At a certain time — that was about the time of the manifesto—the 
people were, as it were, left at liberty. The hand of friendship was 
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held out by the leading politicians of Idaho to the Mormon people- 
that is, men belonging to both parties. I suppose each party ex- 
pected to have the support of some, more or less, of the Mormon 
people, and the people were left at liberty. They always had been, 
but they were kept together by what they called oppressive measures— 
acts that compelled them to help each other as much as possible. 
They did not consider politics at all, but protection; but after the 
manifesto they did divide on party lines. 

Mr. Worthington. The manifesto was issued in the fall of 1890? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Then I was right. It was about 1891 ? 

Mr. Budge.. Yes; that is about the time, and I became a Repub- 
lican at that time. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I want to ask you the dates of your marriages 
to your first and second wives. You said you married your last wife 
in 1868? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthin gton , When did you marry the other! 
Mr. Budge. I married my first wife in 1856. 
Mr. Worthin gton. Is she living? 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthin gton. When did you marry the second wife? 
Mr. Budge. 1861. 

Mr. Worthington. She also is living? 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. It appears, then, that in your case all your 
marriages were before the manifesto. Can you tell us what has Tbeen 
going on in Idaho, where you have personal knowledge of the matter, 
as to any plural marriages since the manifesto? 

Mr. Budge. There have been no plural marriages in Idaho that I 
know of since the manifesto. 

Mr. Worthington. It has been brought out that you have been 
there a long time, and are perhaps the most prominent man there. 
•Do you think any question of that kind, grave or small, could have 
occurred that you would not know about? 

Mr. Budge. Possibly I might not know what was done in some 
other county, but in a general way I think I would. 

Mr. Worthington. lias it come to your knowledge or information 
that there has been a plural marriage celebrated in Idaho since the 
manifesto? 

Mr. Budge. There never was a plural marriage celebrated in Idaho 
at all; but there was a time when those who were married in that way 
were married elsewhere. 

Mr. Worthington. Has it come to your knowledge or information, 
then, that since 1890 any of your men living in Idaho have been 
married to a plural wife anywhere? 

Mr. Budge. No, sir; I do not know of any such circumstance. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you know Mr. Hickman, who has been 
examined here as a witness? 

Mr. Budge. No, sir ; I never saw him until he was here. 

Mr. Worthington. He has testified he married a second wife, and 
that for a time after that the second wife lived in Idaho, and that he 
visited her there. Do you know anything about that? 

Mr. Budge. No, sir; I do not know anything about that 
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Senator Dubois. Do you know a man named Newton! 
The Chairman. One moment Mr. Worthington, I suppose, is 
not through. 

Mr. Worthington. You have said in this letter, which I am glad 
has been put in the record, that you vote as you think best. Is that 
true? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you always exercised and had the privi- 
lege of voting for a Democrat or a Republican or otherwise, just as 
you pleased f 

Mr. Budge. Always. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you in any way endeavored to or have 
you used any force or compulsion, on account of your position in the 
church, against any man to vote otherwise than he pleased ? 

Mr. Budge. No, sir. 
■ Mr. Worthington. So far as you know, has the Mormon Church 
or any Mormon official done so in Idaho at any time? 

Mr. Budge. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Worthington. There is one thing to which Mr. Van Cott 
calls my attention/ Mr. Jackson has testified as to a leading young 
Mormon, whose name has not been mentioned, that you "directed 
him to do certain things regarding politics, which this young man 
refused to do, on the ground that he was not obliged to obey Presi- 
dent Budge in political matters. This Mormon was thrown out of 
the church for disobedience. I believe they call it being out of har- 
mony with them. He has since been endeavoring to be reinstated. 
He came to my meeting at Montpelier and said, ' Mr. Jackson, we are 
very glad this matter has come up in this way.' Then he drew out of 
his pocket a clipping from the Deseret News," and so on. 

I nave read all he says about you in relation to that matter. Does 
that recall to you any circumstance, or can you tell to what Mr. Jack- 
son was referring when he made that statement f 

Mr. Budge. Was it of me? 

Mr. Worthington. Yes; let me read it again. He says: 
" In Montpelier one of the leading young Mormons attended the 
meeting "— 

That is, a meeting of the Democratic party in this last year, as I 
/emember, 

** He was not a member in good standing. He had offended, some 
years ago, President Budge in a political matter. Stake President 
Budge directed him to do certain things regarding politics, which 
this Mormon refused to do. on the ground that he was not bound to 
obey President Budge in political matters. This Mormon was thrown 
out of the church for disobedience. He has been since endeavoring 
to be reinstated." 

Senator Smoot remembers that he afterwards said the name of this 
young man was Hart Do you remember the circumstance ? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. It is due to you that you shall have an oppor- 
tunity to state what the fact is in regard to that matter. 

Mr. Budge, just previous to an election I had spoken in different 
places during the campaign-— • 

The Chairman. What election, Mr. Budge! 

Mr. Budge. That was the election of McKinley. 



BBBD 8M00T. 278 

The CpAiKMAN, His first or last election? 
Mr. Budge. The last " 
The Chairman. In 1900. All right 

Mr. Budge. I had an opportunity in Paris to speak to a number of 
our neighbors there, and X did advance some reasons why we should 
sustain McKinley, but in the same spirit that I would have spoken 
elsewhere. There was no compulsion in any degree whatever, but I 
advanced some reasons that would favor their voting for McKinley. 
This man Hart took exception to this, and went down to Salt Lake 
City to complain to the authorities in regard to what I was doing. 
The authorities there, of course, did not wish to interfere in political 
matters. This Hart complained a great deal, and does now, about 
church influence, imagining that people are compelled in some degree 
to vote. They paid no attention to nis complaints, because they did 
not wish to interfere in such matters. He came back and reported 
that the first presidency of the church had repudiated my action, and 
printed a letter in one of the Salt Lake papers to that effect. He 
came back and attended a meeting and gave the result of his visit to 
the people there who were at the meeting. That was all the offense 
that I gave him. He is not out of the church, as this gentleman has 
said. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you remember whether Hart was elected 
or not? 

Mr. Budoe. He was not elected that time, I think. 

Mr. Worthington. He has been elected since, I believe? 

Mr. Budge. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. To what office? 
Mr. Budge. County auditor. 
Mr. Worthington. Of what county? 
Mr. Budge. Bear Lake. 

Mr. Worthington. That is the county where you live? 
Mr. Budge. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. This young man has since been elected to this 
office? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 
- Senator Dubois. Where do you say this controversy with Mr. Hart 
was? Where did the controversy occur between you and James H. 
Hart? .. 

Mr. Budge. The meeting? 

Senator Dubois. The controversy. At what kind of a meeting? 

Mr. Budge. A meeting of a few of the neighbors. 

Senator Dubois. Was it a teachers' meeting? 

Mr. Budge. No, sir; no meeting at all, except a gathering— an 
informal gathering of the neighbors. 

Senator Dubois. Do you recollect my calling on you at your office 
in Paris? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. On one occasion, when two young Mormons 
waited for me on the outside? Do you remember that occurrence? 

Mr. Budge. I remember you calling at my office. 

Senator Dubois. It was charged at that time throughout Bear 
Lake County by Mormons, and brought to my attention when I came 
there to make a speech, that you had announced in your church— and 
it was with the permission of the authorities— that they should vote 

S. Doc. 486, 59-1, vol 2 18 
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for & certain ticket, was it not! Was not that current all through 
Bear Lake County f 

Mr. Budge, Did it occur that I said that in a public meeting? 

Senator Dubois. Was not that the rumor throughout Bear Lake 
County, that you had said in your church-- — 

Mr. Budge* Not that I know of, and if it was a rumor it was a 
false rumor. 

Senator Dubois. Did I not call upon you in regard to that rumor? 

Mr. Budge. I dont remember your talking about the rumor. 

Senator Dubois. What did we discuss? X do not recall any other 
time* do you, when I paid a visit to you ? 

Mr. Budge. I onlyremember you calling once. 

Senator Dubois. What was the occasion of my calling? This, T 
think— I am not quite sure: you can, perhaps, refresh my memory- 
was during the election of 1896. 

Mr. Budge. Possibly. 

Senator Dubois. What was the occasion? It was a political visit, 
was it not? 

Mr. Budge. Well, you would be better able, Senator, to state what 
object you had in coming. I don't know. 

Senator Dubois. It was rumored throughput Bear Lake County, 
and the rumor was brought to me by Joe Rich and others, whose 
names I do not recall, but by numbers of Mormons, that you had 
announced publicly, in a public meeting, that it was the wish of the 
authorities that they should vote for McKinley and a Republican 
legislative ticket; and at the instance of these Mormons I called on 
you to ascertain whether you had that authority from the presidency 
of the church. Was not that what I called on you about ? 

Mr. Budge. I do not remember, Senator; it might have been. 

Senator Dubois. What did I call upon you about? 

Mr. Budge. I do not remember, Senator; it might have been as 
you say. 

Senator Dubois. What did I call on you about? 

Mr. Budge. Supposing you did. I don't wish to dispute the mat- 
ter with you. I nave a great deal of business to do, and I don't 
remember every little thing that happens. 

Senator Dubois. Did you announce in the church, then, publicly 
that it was the wish of the authorities ? 

Mr. Budge. I say here solemnly that I never did say, in any public 
church meeting, that the people should vote any ticket of any party. 
I don't care what the rumor was. \ 

Senator Dubois. Was it not the understanding among a great many 
Mormons that vou did say that— that they heard you say it? 

Mr. Budge. No, sir; I don't know of any such understanding, and 
if the Senator did hear such rumors, it would be nothing uncommon. 
Where so many people are interested in politics particularly, there 
are liable to be a great many rumors, and the Senator should know 
by this time that that is the fact. But I deny it 

Senator Dubois. I went to you directly when they brought these 
rumors to me. What party did you belong to up to 1886 ? 

Mr. Budge. Before I became a Republican 1 voted and was con- 
nected in part with what we Mormons called the People's party, and 
we operated with the Democrats part of the time, at least. 
Senator Dubois* Ww not your ticket labeled Democratic? Did 
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you not always support the Territorial Democratic nominee for Con- 
gress? 

Mr. Budge. Well, I say that we did part of the time, calling' our- 
selves the People's party, but we operated with the Democrats. 

Senator Dubois. When did you cajl any county ticket in Bear Lake 
County the People's party ticlcet? 

Mi*. Budge. I don*t remember dates in regard to it. Not being a 
politician, I don't pay much attention to such things. When a time 
comes that I have an opportunity of exercising my privileges as a 
citizen, I do so according to my understanding of what is right. 

Senator Dubois. As a matter of fact, was not the county ticket in 
Bear Lake County always called the Democratic ticket ? 

Mr. Budge. I have no doubt but it was. It might be. 

Senator Dubois. Was not every Mormon in Idaho a member of the 
Democratic party up to 1886 ? 

Mr. Budge. I could not tell that. I do not know. 

Senator Dubois. Do you know of any single solitary Mormon in 
Idaho who was not a Democrat up to 1880 ? 

Mr. Budge. I will tell you. The truth is that the Mormons in 
those earlv- years were neither, in principle, one thing or the other. 
So what they called themselves I don't know. 

Senator Dubois. Did they not elect members to the legislature who 
were called Democrats ? 

Mr. Budge. Yes. 

Senator Dubois. And did not these Democratic members of the leg- 
islature, so called, go into caucus with the other Democratic members 
of the legislature ? 

Mr. Budge. I think it is very likely. 

Senator Dubois. And affiliate with them? 

Mr. Budge. That is what I have been saying. Very likely. 

Senator Dubois. Why were they not Democrats? 

Mr. Budge, I say they did operate with the Democrats. 

Senator Dubois. They were called Democrats as much so as they 
were in any other county of the State or Territory? 

Mf. Budge. Is that so? 

Senator Dubois. Ypu were disfranchised in the legislature of 
1884-85? The test oath of Idaho was passed during the session of 
the legislature of 1884-85, was it not ? 

Mr. Budge. Well, Senator, as I have intimated already, I have 

fiven very little attention to such matters, and I have not tried to 
eep them in my mind as to dates. I am busily engaged otherwise 
and I have something else to do. 

Senator Dubois. Do you recall whether there was an Idaho tesfc 
oath ? Was there ever any such thing as an Idaho test oath? 
Mr. Budge. Yes; I understand it. 
Senator Dubois. Did you ever take that test oath ? 
Mr. Budge. No; I never did. 

Senator Dubois. Did you ever vote while tha't oath was in force? 
Mr. Budge. Possibly. 

Senator Dubois. Then you took the test oath? 
Mr. Budge. I say possibly. 

Senator Dubois. Do you not know whether you took the test oath? 
You could not vote unless you took the test oath, could you, up to the 
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time thai the laws putting it into effect were repealed, which was in 
18921 

Mr. Budge. There were a great many who did not take the test 
oath, I presume. 

Senator Dubois. As a matter of fact, did any Mormon who was in 
good standing in the church take the test oath and vote? 

Mr. Budge. I couldn't say what the good Mormons did do. I don't 
remember. 

Senator Dubois. That test oath was in force until after statehood, 
was it not? 

Mr. Budge. There, were a number of years, I know, that we did not 
vote in consequence of the test oath; but as to what years we did not 
vote I couidn t tell. 

Senator Dubois. It seems to have been a matter of some indiffer- 
ence to you. Now, as a matter of fact, were not a number of Mor- 
mons cut off from the church immediately prior to the election of 
1 888, in order that they might vote ? > 

Mr. Budge. No, sir ; .no such thing ever occurred where I am or as 
far as I know. 

Senator Dubois. Is it not a matter of fact that some 150 or 200 of 
them were arrested on account of this? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir; it is true that a good many were arrested. I 
don't know the number ; but I say that no man was cut off the church 
to vote. 

Senator Dubois. You say you do not know whether they were cut 
off for that purpose? • 

Mr. Budge. That may be your statement; but I say it was not so, 
to my knowledge. 

Senator Dubois. Were not a number of them arrested, and was it 
not proven? 

Mr. Budge. No. sir. 

Senator Dubois. By their own testimony? « 
Mr. Budge. No, sir; not where I live, I say. 

Senator Dubois. Did you give the orders to the bishops to give 
these men a certificate that they should withdraw from the church? 

Mr. Budge. Oh, that is a different thing. One of the judges that 
we had in the district where I live stated to the people that if they 
did not belong to the Mormon Church-they could vote; so they with- 
drew from the church-— from anv connection with the organized 
church— to vote, but they were still Mormons, or claimed to be, just 
as a Mormon would be a member who came from England with a cer- 
tificate of standing as a Mormon — came to this country and held it in 
his pocket. He is a Mormon, but he does not belong to the church 
organization. 

Senator Dubois. Then they could take the test oath and could 
swear that they did not belong to or contribute to the support of an 
organization which permitted polygamy, etc.? 

Mr. Budge. Such was the advice given by one of th<i district judges. 

Senator Dubois. Was it not your advice to these Mormons and 
bishops to give them this certificate that they had withdrawn? 

Mr. Budge. Not mine in particular that I know of. 

Senator Dubois. Did you not approve of it? 

Mr. Budge. Well, I approved of it this far, that if it would give 
the people what we considered to be their rights, I had no objection; 
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but I don't interfere with people, you know, in such things as that 
if they wish to do it. 

Mr. Tattler. I understand he issued the certificates. Is that it? 

Senator Dubois. He directed the bishop to issue the certificates. 

Mr. VVorthinoton. Certificates of withdrawal. 

Senator Dubois. Certificates of withdrawal from the church, and 
they resumed their active membership in the church immediately 
after election, did they not; immediately after they voted? 

Mr, Budge. Some of them did, I believe. 

Senator Dubois. And on account of this, what was considered a 
transparent subterfuge, a great many of them were arrested, and as a 
matter of history is it not true that one was in jail and taken out on a 
writ of habeas corpus, and on that account the test oath came before 
the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. Budge. The Senator is making an explanation. If there is 
any question for mc to answer I will do so. 

The Chairman. I was about to ask the Senator to name the indi- 
vidual in the case. 

Mr. Budge. I don't recollect of any persons that withdrew from 
the church to exercise their political privileges that were imprisoned. 
I don't remember it — not in our county; but I can remember of, peo- 
ple being arrested for unlawful cohabitation and polygamy. 
Senator Dubois. I think I can refresh your recollection. 
The Chairman. Beason was one of the parties, I believe. 
Mr. Van Cott. It was the case of Davis v. Beason, I think. 
Senator Dubois. It was a case which arose in Oneida County. Mr. 
D. W. Standrod was the prosecuting attorney. The man was put in 
jail, and taken out on a writ of habeas corpus, and the case came 
directly to the Supreme Court of the United States. He was one of 
those who had received a bishop's certificate, was he not? 
Mr. Budge. That might possibly be. I don't know. 
Mr. Worthinoton. The case is in 133 U. S. 
Senator Dubois. Up to 188G the Mormons had voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket. From 1886 down to 1892 they had to take the test 
oath. Now, it was after that that some of the Mormons became Re- 
publicans, was it not? 

Mr. Budge. Well, about 1890 — that is, at the time of the division 
on partv lines — there were a few, comparatively, that became Repub- 
licans, but they had not turned yet, you see, to become posted as to 

garty principles, and by degrees ever since then the number of 
epubhcans has been increasing. I can not tell you how many 
Republicans there were at any given time. 

Senator Dubois. Of what avail was i't whether they were Populists 
or anarchists or Democrats or Republicans in 1890 ? They could not 
vote. 

Mr. Budge. That was a matter, Senator, that you regretted your- 
self, 1 believe. 

Senator Dubois. No; I assumed your manifesto was given in sin- 
cerity, therefore the franchise was restored to you. 

Mr. Budge. Do you remember, Senator, you and I having a con- 
versation at Salt Lake City? 

Senator Dubois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Budge. Do you remember promising me, as you thought it 
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right and proper, to use your influence at the following election to 
remove that test oath? 

Senator Dubois. I have no doubt about it j because I openly took 
that stand, and I was the first man to take it 

Mr. Budge. You at that time, like a good, considerate, just mun, 
regretted that the Mormon people were embarrassed and oppressed 
as they had been, and you promised that you would help, at the next 
favorable opportunity, which would be two years or about two years 
from that time, to reniove that law that was read here from the 
Statutes,. , . rA j,v; v.,.;- 

Senator Dubois. Previous to that, however, I had written a letter 
advocating that course. I was the very first one to advocate that 
course. There is no discrepancy between us. That was based on the 
manifesto. •'• * . 

Mr. Budge. So, if some of the people did vote, thinking they were 
safe enough in doing it, thev were simply carrying out practically 
what you, in your good feeling and sympathy, thought ought to be 
allowed them. 

Senator Dubois. As a matter of fact, President Budge, did not the 
legislature of 1892 remove the restrictions ? 

Mr. Budge. If the Senator will be good enough to state the circum- 
stances, I would be able to give the committee more satisfaction ; but 
as I have stated already, my business is not politics. I don't pass 
much time in keeping track of political affairs and I don't remember 
dates. That is, I Jiaye not tried to remember them. *■ 

Senator Dubois. When the manifesto was issued in 1890, then for 
the first time the question arose abbut restoring the franchise. The 
State was admitted in 1890. You did not vote at the first election, 
but after the manifesto was issued all parties and all individuals 
united in restoring your franchise. Is not that a fact? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir; I believe that is right. 

Senator Dubois. So that you voted in 1894 for the first time? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Up to that vote in 1894 your votes had all been 
cast for the Democratic party. Then they divided about equally, as 
they did in Utah. 

Mr. Budge. I think you and I agree on that, Senator. 

Mr. Wobthington. About this man James E. Hart, or James H. 
Hart — which was it ? 

Mr. Budge. James E. Hart ) 

Mr. Wobthington. James E. is the son and James H. is the father? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. Senator Dubois has questioned you about 
James E. Hart In 1896, I believe, there was a general rumor that 
you had directed the people of your State to vote for JKinley in 
that year ? , 

Mr. Budge. Yes ; I believe there was. 

Mr. Wobthington. As a matter of fact, yftmk-wm ihe vote in Bear 
Lake County for McKinley and for Bryan in 1896? 
Mr," Budge. I can't tell that. 

Mr. Wobthington. Do you remember which of them earned the 
county? Is it not a fact that Bryan carried the county bj a large 
majority? 

Mr. Budge. Oh, yes. 
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Mr. Wo«THiNiiTONi Then, if the rumor had been true and you had 
instructed your people to vote for McKinley, it was plain they had 
disobeyed you and voted as they pleased, 

Mr. Budge. It would appear so. 

Mr* Wobthington. Who was the district judge to whom you were 
referring when you said he had given some decision or advice*about 
the effect on the right of a Mormon to vote if he should withdraw 
from the church ? 

Mr. Budge. His name was Hays, 

Mr. Wohthington. Was he a Mormon or a gentile? 

Mr. Budge. He was a gentile ? 

Mr. Tayleb. Let me understand that, Mr. Budge. You say that 
some judge there gave some advice. Was it a judicial judgment! 

Mr. Budge. If you v?ill excuse me, I would like to explain this. I 
did not hear him do it 

Mr. Tayleb. No; * 

Mr. Budge. But there was a gentleman living in our town to whom 
he did tell it At least this gentleman said he did tell him that the 
way to escape the consequences of voting would be to withdraw this 
fellowship rrom the church. };: 

Mr. Tayleb. Exactly. So that having heard that that judge had 
made that statement to some other person, who told it to you 

Mr. Budge. Yes* sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. You gave letters of withdrawal, did you! 
Mr. Budge. No, sir. , ; 
Mr. Tayleb. Or instructed bishops to give them! 
Mr. Budge. No: I don't know that 

Mr. Tayleb. What did you have to do with their withdrawal from 
the church ? 

Mr. Budge. You see the matter was discussed for a long time before 
this. 

Mr. Tayleb. Yes. 

Mr. Budge. And the people felt very much dissatisfied about being 
deprived of their political rights. The matter was discussed a good 
deal up and down the country, and I suppose others knew or learned 
of what this judge had said, and it spread abroad. I don't know that 
it was necessary for me to say anything. I don't remember anything 



Mr. Tayleb. And in your stake were certificates or letters of with- 
drawal of that kind issued to members of the Mormon Church ? 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir ; to a certain number. 

Mr. Tayleb. When these letters were issued it was perfectly under- 
stood that they were none the less Mormons after the letters were 
received, was it not? 

Mr. Budge. Oh, it didn't change their faith. 

Mr. Tayleb. It did not change their faith nor change their actual 
relations to you and the rest of the officials of the church, did it ? 

Mr. Budge. Only in a technical way. 

Mr. Tayleb. Then they went and took the test oath, such of them 



Mr. Budge. Well, I couldn't tell that I couldn't say. 
Mr. Tayleb. Do you not know, as a part of the history of that pe- 
riod, that certificates of withdrawal were issued for that purpose, and 




I might have done so, but not in 
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that men then went and took the test oath to the effect that they were 
not members of a church which permitted certain things tiiat are 
described in the test oath ; and then, having taken the test oath, and 
having voted, returned into fellowship with the church and were 
rebaptized, or whatever was necessary, after having received the cer- 
tificate of withdrawal! Was not that done in several hundred cases? 

Mr. Budge. I have no doubt it is true. I couldn't personally 
certify to it 

The Chairman. Who were the certificates signed by? 
Mr. Budge. By the bishops* Any man has a right— 
The Chaibman. Bishops m the various wards ! 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Have you one of those certificates? 

Mr* Budge. No, I have not Any man has a right to go to a 
bishop and ask for a recommendation— that is, taking him from one 
ward or organization in view of taking it to another to claim fellow- 
ship with that other ward. So thev cud jgo in the usual way and ob- 
. tain certificates of standing, probably without any explanation, and 
the bishops had a right, as usual, to give those certificates. 

Senator Overman. Did you at any time advise giving those cer- 
tificates? ' - 

Mr. Budge. I don't know that I did. I have no recollection of 
advising. 

Senator Overman. Did you advise against it? 
Mr. Budge. No; ± r don't know that Oid. 
Senator Overman. Did you ever see one of them ? 
Mr. Budge. I rather doubt my advising, because I was not very 
sure of the correctness of the advice presumed to be given. 
The Chairman. You saw the certificate? 

Mr. Budge. No; I don't know that I ever saw one of the certificates. 
I know what they are. I know what such certificates are. 

Senator Dubois. Are you not generally a delegate to the State 
convention? 

Mr. Budge Not generally. 

Senator . Dubois. You have been I 

Mr. Budge. Well, occasionally. 

Senator Dubois. You were not a delegate to the last State con- 
vention? 
Mr. Budge. No. 

Senator Dubois. Were you to the convention before that ? 
Mr. Budge. I think I was there before that 
Senator Dubois. And before that? 
Mr. Budge. I couldn't tell. 

Senator Dubois, Do you think you have been a delegate to a ma- 
jority of the State conventions since the franchise has been restored 
to you? 

Mr. Budge. No; I don't think I have. 

Senator Dubois. I believe you testified you were State senator? 
Mr. Budge, I was a State senator. 
Senator Dubois. And when was that? 
Mr. Budge. That was about six years affo, I think. 
Senator Dubois* Have you held any other positions of a political 
nature? 

Mr. Budge. Political? That is,: civil positions? 
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Senator Dubois. Yes; outside of your church, I mean* 
Mr. Budge. I don't think so. 

Senator Dubois. Were you ever on the board of trustees for the 
State university? 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir; I was. 

Senator Dubois, That is a position of some considerable dignity, is 
it not? 

Mr. Budge. I thought you meant lately ; I thought you meant now, 
or lately. 

Senator Dubois. I mean since the franchise was restored to you, 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. How long were you a regent of the State uni- 
versity? * 

Mr. Budge. I presume the regular term, about two years. I am 
not sure. 

Mr. Tatleb. Mr. Budge, do you know Mrs. Osmond, of Bloom- 
ington? ■ rfeQ-S 
Mr. Budge. Yes; I know two Mrs. Osmonds. 
Mr. Tatleb. Do you know Mrs. George Osmond ? 
Mr. Budge. Yes> sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. Is she the wife of President George Osmond? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. ; * 

Mr. Tatler. Where does he live? 

Mr. Budge. He lives in Star Vallev. 

Mr. Tatler. Is he a polygamist, do you know ? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. The Mrs. Osmond who lives in Bloomington is his 
first wife, is she ; or don't you know ? 
Mr. Budge. Yes, I believe s6. 

Mr. Tatleb. The Star Valley stake is in Wyoming, I believe? . 

Mr. Budge. Most of it; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. It is in both States, is it? 

Mr. Budge. I think there is a small portion of the valley that is in 
Idaho. 

Mr. Tatleb. Does his stake adjoin yours? 

Mr. Budge. There are about 40 miles between the two. 

Mr. Tatleb. Do you know how many wives ho has altogether? 

Mr. Budge. George Osmond? 

Mr. Tatleb. Yes. v 

Mr. Budge. I never heard of his having any more than two wives. 
The Chairman. I did toot understand what stake he was presi- 
dent of. 

Mr. Budge. He is president of the Star Valley stake. 
The Chairman. And that extends into Wyoming? 
Mr. Budge. The most of the stake, territorially speaking, is in 
Wyoming. 

Mr. Tatleb. Do you know whether this President George Osmond ♦ 
holds any public office ? 

Mr. Budge. I have heard a report that he was running for some 
office this fall. 

Mr. Tatleb. Was he not elected State senator in Wyoming? 

Mr. Budge. I couldn't say, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. That is what he was running for* 

Mr. Budge. I believe he was. 
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Mr. Tatler. Is he a Republican! 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Then he probably was elected, was he not! 
Mr. Budge. I suppose so. 

The Chairman. Have you any knowledge as to the number of 
Mormons in this stake of which you speak, over which Mr. Osmond 
presides — the number of the adherents ? 

Mr. Budge. I. couldn't say positively; but I think there are about 
1,500 souls; may be 1,800. 

The Chairman. How many of this number, say 1,500, are in Wy- 
oming? 

Mr. Budge. I think they are practically all in Wyoming. There 
is iust a narrow strip on one side of the valley that te rn Idaho. 

Air. Worthington. Will you state your age, Mr. Budge, before you 
leave the stand ? 

Mr. Budge. I am 76 ; nearly 77. 

Senator Dubois. Did you take any unusual interest in this last 
election ? 
Mr. Budge. No; I did not 

Senator Dubois. Did you go from your home up into .Blaine 
County, in the Wood River country, just prior to the election ? 
Mr. Bodge. I did. 

Senator Dubois. Did you visit the Mormon settlements? 
Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Did you consult with them as to how they should 
vote? 

Mr. Budge. I had some conversation with them as to the voting; 
yes. 

Senator Dubois. Did you go up there for that purpose? 
Mr. Budge. Yes. 4 

Senator Dubois. Then you did take some unusual interest, did you 
not ? You took some interest ? 

Mr. Budge. Oh, well ? that was very little to what I have sometimes 
taken — comparatively little interest this time. 

Mr. Tatieb. Where is this place you went to to which the Senator 
has referred | 

Mr. Budge. It is a place near Hailey, in Idaho. 

Mr. Tatxer. How far from your stake? 

Mr. Budge. It might be 200 or 300 miles. 

Mr. Taylrr. It is in another part of the State, is it! 

Mr. Budge. In another part of the State yes, sir* 

Mr. Tatler> How long did you stay there ? 

Mr. Budge. A part of two days. 

The Chairman. Did you go there at the suggestion of any other 
person, or on your own motion ? 

Mr. Budge. Well, in talking with some of the len - g men, poli- 
ticians — that is, managing men of Idaho^-the ernes* came up. I 
really don't know whether there was any particular suggestion or 
not. I was interested, as they were at that time, in talking the mat* 
ter over, and, learning that there were some of our people up there 
that were not likely to be visited, I went up there ariu talked to them. 

The Chairman. Can you state at whose suggestion you went up ? 

Mr. Budge. I dont fcno*. 

The Chairman. Was it the result of this conference you had! 



BKED 8MOOT. 283 

Mr. Budge* It was the result of some conversation I had. I didn't 
know, in fact, that there were any of our people up there until we 
conversed about it - 

The Chairman. This conversation was with the adherents of your 
church ? 

Mr. Budge. No, sir. 

The Chairman. With whom was it? 

Mr. Budge, It was with Mr. Brady and one or two others, maybe, 
at the same time. 

The Chairman A word about Wyoming. How many counties in 
Wyoming does the stake of Star Valley cover? 

Mr. Budge. Just the one county. I think. 

Senator Dubois. Do you remember about what day of the week 
it was when you were up in this Wood Eiver country ? 
Mr. Budge. No, sir; I couldn't tell that. 

Senator Dubois. You do not recall whether it was the Sunday 
before the election? 

Mr. Budge. I wasn't there, on a Sunday, at any time. 

Senator Dubois. It was previous to that? It was previous to the 
Sunday before the election, was it? 

Mr< Budge. A verv short time before the election. 

Senator Dubois. Was it the Sunday before or the Monday before? 

Mr. Budge. I wasn't there on Sunday at all. It might be the 
Wednesday or the Thursday before the election. I am not sure about 
that. - 

Senator Dubois. It was shortly before the election? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WoETHiNOTON. These gentlemen with whom you conferred, 
the politicians you referred to, before you went up into that country, 
were they Gentiles or Mormons? 

Mr. Budge. Gentiles. 

Mr, Worthin gton . And Republicans? 

Mr. Budge. And Republicans. 

Senator Dubois.. Mr. Brady is the chairman of the Republican 
State committee. 
Mr. Tayler. That is all with this witness. 
The Chairman. Who is your next witness? 
Mr. Tayler. John Henry Smith. 

TESTIMONY 0* JOHH HENRY SMITH. 

John Henry Smith, having been duly sworn, was examined, and 
testified as follows: 
Mr. Tayler. Where do you live, Mr. Smith? 
Mr. Smith* Salt Lake City, Utah. 

Mr. Tayler. Wo have heard a great deal about you, Mr. Smith, 
and your capacity as a public speaker; so be sure and speak so the 
chairman can hear you. 

Mr. Smith. You natter me, sir* 

The Chairman. The voices of most of the witnesses seem to be very 
feeble. 

Mr. Smith. Well, we are mild-mannered men, Mr Chairman, 
Mr. Tayler. You did not need to say that, Sir. Smith; we could 
see that. 
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Were you born in the Mormon Church! 

Mr. Smith* Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. You are the son of whom ? 

Mr. Smith. George A. Smith. 

Mr. Tayleb. Was he any relation to Joseph Smith ? 

Mr. Smith. First cousin. 

Mr. Tayleb. And whose son is Joseph FJ 

Mr. Smith. Joseph F. is the son of Hyrum Smith, who was ah elder 
brother of Joseph Smith. 

Mr. Tayleb. So that you and Joseph F. are cousins in a certain 
degree! 

Mr. Smith. Second cousins. 

Mr. Tayleb. Where were you born ? 

Mr. Smith. I was born at Council Bluffs, Iowa. 

Mr. Tayleb. How old are you now, Mr. Smith? 

Mr. Smith. I was 56 years old on the 18th day of last September. 

Mr. Tayleb. You were born while the movement of the Mormons 
was going on, from Nauvoo to Utah ! 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. < 

Mr. Tayleb. When did vou become an apostle? 

Mr. Smith. In 1880, I think, if my memory serves me. I have a 
very bad memory on dates. 

Mr. Tayleb. Francis M. Lyman is the senior apostle, I believe f 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. And are you next to him ? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. And are you a polygamist ? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. How many wives have you? 
Mr. Smith. T#b. 

Mr. Tayleb, How many have you had ? 
Mr. Smith. Two. 

Mr. Tayleb. And you have had children born since the manifesto 
by your plural wife? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayleb. How many? 

Mr. Smith. I couldn't say; but there are several of them. They 
were born outside of Utah, however. 

Mr. Tayleb. Were they born in this country? 

Mr. Smith. They were born in the State of Colorado, sir, by my 
polygamous wife. - 

The Chairman. I can not hear a word you say. 

Mr. Smith. The question was, Senator, whether I had more than 
one wife. I told him I had. He desired to know how many chil- 
dren — that is, whether I had children that had been born since the 
manifesto. I told him, yes; they were born by my polygamous wife 
in the State of Colorado. 

Mr. Wobthington. Several since 1890? 

The Chairman. Did I understand you to say you could not tell 
how many? 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

The Chaibman. I did not so understand ? 
Mr. Smith. No, 

The Chaibman. Then you do know how many? 
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Mr. Smith. Tea, sir. I have fifteen living children. I have buried 
four. 

The Chairman. By this plural wife living in Colorado how manvf 

Mr. Smith. Seven. She was the mother of eight children. She 
has buried one daughter. 

Mr. Tayler. You still have not stated how many were born to the 
plural wife since the manifesto. 

Mr. Smith. I couldn't say; but her youngest child, I think, is 
7 years of age. I refer to my plural wife. 

The Chairman. Can yon not remember how many children you 
hate had by this wife since 1890? 

Mr. Smith. No; I could not tell the date of the birth of a single 
child. 

The Chairman. I do not ask the date; but how many are living? 

Mr. Smith. She has seven living children. 

The Chairjjan. How many of the seven were born since 18001 

Mr. Smith. I couldn't say. 

The Chairman. Any of them? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. Since 1890? 

The Chairman. Yes ; that is not long ago. 

Mr. Smith. No; it is not very long ago, but it is a matter with 
which I have never charged myself in regard to dates. The date of 
my own birth has alwaysbeen a little mixed in my own mind. 

The Chairman. Could you, by reflection, tell the committee about 
how many of the seven were born since 1890? 

Mr. Smith. I should think there were four of them. 

The Chairman. Born since 1890? 

Mr. Smith. Yes. I am not certain, but I should think so. 
The Chairman. The last one was born when? 
Mr. Smith. About seven years ago. 
The Chairman. Proceed, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. When were you married to your plural wife? 

Mr. Smith. I couldn't say. 

Mr. Tayler. About when, I mean ? 

Mr. Smith. Well, her oldest child is now a married woman and I 
think she is 26 years old, but I am not certain. 

Mr. Tayler. 1 notice in the book to which i-eference has frequently 
been made, called the Latter-Day Saints' Biographical Encyclopa3- 
dia, in your biography, this statement : 

"In April, 1877, John Henry yielded obedience to the principle 
of plural marriage by marrying Josephine Groesbeck, a daughter of 
Elder Nicholas Groesbeck." 

Mr. Smith. That is absolutely correct. I presume so. 

The Chairman. That was in 1877? 

Mr. Smith. 1877. 

Mr. Tayler. You were one of the signers of the application for 

amnesty ? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Tayler. You were one of those also who testified respecting 
your interpretation of the manifesto? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir; I have never made any interpretation that I 
remember of. 
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Mr. Tayler. Do you remember the interpretation put upon it bj 
Wilford Woodruff and the other leaders of the church! 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 
. Mr. Tayler. And the testimony of Joseph F. Smith respecting the 
meaning of the manifesto! 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Its application as well to polygamous cohabitation as 
to entering into new polygamous relations t 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylrr. You subscribe to their view of it, do you ? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbr. But deny it in the practice? 

Mr. Smith. My position in regard to that matter, Mr. Tayler, is 
simply this, that nobody could taice from me my family; that I was 
responsible to God myself, and that I must take the consequences of 
my countrymen punishing me if they saw fit to do so. That has been 
my position in record to that matter. 

"Mr. Tayler. Of course, you know now that your plural wife was 
taken after there was a law forbidding it? 

Mr. Smith. I knew it full well at the time, but with this fixed idea 
in my own heart, that the first amendment to the Constitution hav- 
ing never been passed upon in regard to that question, it was a ques- 
tion in abeyance, and that I expected, when the courts of this country 
decided it, that I could not be interfered with in the practice of that 
principle or in the maintenance of that wife. 

Mr. Tayler. So that you denied and still deny y the validity of 
that law as applied to you? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir; I do not deny it. The law has been passed 
upon. The court has decided that. 

Mr. Tayler. But you say you propose to— 

Mr. Smith. I held that when I married that woman. 

Mr. Taylbr. You propose to continue the practice that you then 
started, ivpon the theory that there is a higher obligation upon you 
than the obligation to obey the law ? 

Mr. Smith. Yes; I must suffer the consequences, if my countrymen 
see fit to punish me. 

Mr. Tayler. You are very familiar with the history of your people, 
and especially what have &een denominated persecutions they have 
endured in the past twenty- five years? . • 

Mr. Smith. Fairly well. I was in Europe when the first efforts 
were made in the prosecution, under Mr. Cleveland's Administration, 
of the polygamy cases. . ,-■ 

Mr. Tayler. You are one of those who have not taken a wife since 
the Supreme Court decided that the law declaring polygamy unlaw- 
ful ' . 

Mr. Smith. As I understood it ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Was constitutional? 

Mr. Smith. I so regard myself ; yes, sir. - 
Mr. Tayler. You took your wife, this encyclopedia says, m 1877? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. . 
Mr. Tayugr. And the Supreme Court decision was rendered in 

1878? . 
Mr. Smith, Tlmt is my remembrance of it, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. But do you understand, Mr. Smith, that your church 
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generally recognized at all the validity and binding effect of that 
decision of the Supreme Court as affecting their subsequent conduct! 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; I think my church fully recognized that. 

Mr. Tayleb. That it did bind them or did not bind them — the 
decision of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. Smith. The decision Of the Supreme Court of the United 
States is binding upon my people. They all recognize that 

Mr. Tayleb. Have they recognized it ever since it was decided ? 

Mr. Smith. I think so. 

Mr. Tayleb. Do you not know that a majority of your associates 
have taken plural wives since the Supreme Court made that decision? 

Mr. Smith. I have no knowledge of it myself. 

Mr. Tayleb. Do you not think that from time to time you have had 
knowledge of that ? 

Mr. Smith* No. 

Mr. Tayleb. With all of the agitation ? For instance, take the 
president of the church, Joseph F. Smith. He was married as late as 
1884 to his plural wife, was he not? ; 

Mr. Smith. I don't know, I am sure, in regard to that matter. I 
was in Europe at that time. I don't know anything about his later 
marriages. I was entirely acquainted with three of his wives. They 
were raised in my father's house, and I grew up with them — that is, 
with two of them — as children together. 

Mr. Tayleb. Do you mean to say that you never knew his last 
plural wife? 

Mr. Smith. Until recently. 

Mr. Tayleb. Until how recently t 

Mr. Smith. I couldn't say. I have not been intimate with his fam- 
ily as we Were formerly intimate for years* No two men wore more 
intimate in life than Joseph F. Smith and myself. Our later 
appointments in life and my missionary work in the world has very 
much alienated us in regard to that matter. His family and mine 
associate very little. 

Mr. Tayleb. When did you cease to have intimate personal rela- 
tions with him? . 

Mr. Smith. It would be about 1880 when I went away. In 1882 
I went to Europe, and I was away for some three years — about three 
years. 

Mr. Tayleb. Where have you been for the last ten years? 
Mr. ISmith. I have been in every part, nearly, of the American 
Union and in Mexico. 
Mr. Tayleb. You have been chief! v in this country, have you not? 
Mr. Smith. Tes; that is, in part. 
Mr. Tayleb. And your home is in — — 
Mr. Smith. Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Tayleb. You have been there every year, more or less ? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; I have been there twice a year sure, when well, 
at what were known as our "April and October conferences," 

Mr. Tayleb. Of course you knew Apostle Abram H. Cannon ? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; I knew Apostle Abram IT. Cannon, 

Mr. Tayleb. You heard the story of his marriage in 1896 to Lillian 
Hamlin, did you not? 

Mr. Smith. No; I did not hear the statement of his marriage, 

Mr. Tayleb. You did not hear anything about it? 
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Mr, Smith. I know nothing about Abram H. Gannon's family 
matters to any degree. The lady that was here, I knew her from a 
child, but his other wives I have not been intimate with. I wouldn't 
know one of them if I saw them. 

Mr. Tayler. You still do not answer mv question. Did you ever 
hear of his h a vine married Lillian Hamlin? 

Mr. Smith. I have heard intimations of that character; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You heard tfiem about the time of his death, did you 
not? 

Mr. Smith. I think Mr. Lannon, of the Salt Lake Tribune, told 
me that Mr. Gannon had married Lillian Hamlin ; but I have never 
met the lady and didn't know her. He was the first person that ever 
told me about it 

Mr. Tayler. Were you in Salt Lake City at his funeral ? 

Mr. Smith. I was ; yes, sir— that is, I think during his sickness 
I was at his home once. , : ' 

Mr. Tayler. And was the only person who mentioned to you the 
fact ; or the story, whether it was a fact or not, of his marriage to 
Lillian Hamlin Mr. Lannon? 

Mr. Smith. Yes; I don't remember of anybody else. 

Mr. Tayueb. You heard nothing of it among the brethren or the 
apostles? 

Mr. Smith. I heard nothing of Mr> Cannon's marriage among my 
brethren, as far as that is concerned. I did once, in the midst of 
excitement, ask Joseph F. Smith if he married Lillian Hamlin to 
Abram H. Gannon. He said, " No, sir." 

Mr. Tayueor. When was that?- 

Mr. Smith. That would be probably five years ago, possibly. 

Mr. Tayler. Some time after the marriage is said to nave occurred ? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. Tayler. Did you or any of your associates ever take any steps 
to find out whether it was true that Abram Cannon had taken a plural 
wife in 1896? 

Mr. Smit^e. Nojsiri 

Mr. Tayler. Did you not think it touched very nearlv the question 
of the honesty and sincerity of your church, Mr. Smith! 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. To answer that question? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir ; because the duties of men looking af ter people 
for violations of law is with the bishops of our church. 

Mr. Tayler. Exactly: but I am hot talking about looking after 
some person for a violation of the law. This man was dead. I am 
thinking whether you had any interest in the church and in the con- 
ception that the rest of the country would have of its fidelity to its 
promise. Did that not lead you to make any inquiry, even personal 
inquiry, on that subject? 

Mr. Smith. I have never made any personal inquiry into Mr. Can- 
non's family conditions at all. 

Mr. Tayler. So that so far as any activity or expressed or ex- 
hibited interest of yours Was concerned jit was a matter in respect 
to which you were wholly unconcerned ? 

IVtr Smith. Yes sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Whether an apostle of your church had taken a 



REftD 8M00T. 289 

fourth wife six years after the manifesto. Now, do I correctly de- 
acribe your state of mind? 

Mr. Smith. I take it for granted that every man of my faith i* 
amenable to the law of the land and that the courts were in full opera- 
tion in Utah; and if Abram Cannon or any other man had under- 
standinffly taken a wife that the courts were there and the officers 
thoroughly and fully competent to discharge their obligation and that 
I was not responsible in that matter. I never have held myself 
responsible for the deeds and acts of my associates, either morally or 
immorally, or otherwise, so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. Taylbk. Mr, Smith, I dp not want to intimate that your answer 
is not candid, but I have an appreciation of your intelligence that 
makes me hesitate to believe tnat your answer is quite fair. The 
stenographer will read the question again, so that you may answer it 
as asked. I am not asking you about what you would dp in respect 
to any particular member of your church who might in that respect 
violate the law. I can appreciate the situation in which you would 
find yourself in such a matter, but Abram Cannon came home sick 
and died before anyone would think ofjirresting him if there had 
been any movement in that direction. The stenographer will please 
read the question that I asked you. 

The stenographer read as follows: 

TAtiWL So that so far as any activity or expressed or ex- 
hibited interest of yours was concerned, it was a matter in respect 
to which you were wholly unconcerned? 

" Mr. Smith. Yes, sir* 

"Mr. Taylkh.? Whether an apostle of your church had taken a 
fourth wife six years after the manifesto. Now do I correctly de- 
scribe your state of mind ? ^ ^ 

Mr. Smith. The answer I could-jnake to that is, had I been a 
grand juryman and a case of that kincTnad been brought before me, 
and the evidence sufficient, I would have indicted him for a violation 
of the law. That is all I can say on that matter. 

Mr. Tatler. I see now, Mr. Smith, that you misunderstand my 
question. Did it not appeal to you that the rest of the country — 
Congress, for instance, public men who had been interested in the 
legislation in Utah— might think that Utah or the Mormon Church 
had been unfaithful and untrue if an apostle of the church had taken 
a fourth wife? 

Mr. Smith. I don't know that it ever struck me that way, because 
I thought the country recognized the fact that the courts were in 
motion in our State, and that cases of that kind would receive the 
consideration of the public officers,* when the most of those officers 
were non -Mormons. > 

Mr. Tayleb. Would you not, Mr. Smith, realize to-day, for 
instance, that if the president of the church, Joseph F. Smith, should 
take a plural wife, the significance of that fact .would be not arising 
at all out of what might occur to him if somebody prosecuted him, 
but as to its effect upon the church and its great concerns and the 
relation that it sustains to the rest of the country ? Would you not 
appreciate that that was true? 

Mr, Smith. I would to ifyiB extent, that I believe he should be 
prosecuted if he did that sort of thing. 

Mr. Taylke. And that is all? 

S. Doc. 486, 59-1, vol 2 -19 



290 W*» 9MCKIt; 

Mr. Smith. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. And do you think that that is the only respect in 
which the general public would be interested as to what would hap- 
pen to Joseph F. Smith in respect to a prosecution for that offense! 

Mr. Sierra. I think so. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you not think the most serious effect of such an 
act by Joseph F. Smith would be upon the people in the Mormon 
Church? 

Mr. Smith. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. Tayler. It would be a ve^ would it not, 

for the people in the Mormon Church t 

Mr. Smith. There is no doubt about that, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. I>id you ever hear the charge made that Apostle 
Taylor had taken two additional wives ? 

Mr. Smith. Not until I read it in the testimony taken before this 
committee. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Have you taken any steps to find but if there is any 
truth in that? 
Mr. Smith. Ndysir; I have not 

Mr. Tayler. l&ve you made any suggestion that it would be a 
good thing for Apostle Taylor to come Tief ore the committee and 
testify to the truth? 

Mr. Smith. I have hot seen Apostle Taylor for years myself. 
' Mr. Tayler. Where is he?- , , • 

Mr. Smith. I presume he is in Canada: I dbnt know. Mr. Tay- 
ler will remember that I was subpoenaed b*t ore this pody of men sdnte 
months ago. I was then confined to my room. A second subpoena 
was sent and I was there still. I am still laboring under the effects 
of that sickness and wholly unfitted; really, for any hard work. For 
seven months I was unable to dress myself. I just make that explana- 
tion. I havent looked after anybody or paid any attention to any- 
body's interests except nj^ own; ; ^ 

Mr* Tayler. So that so far as you are concerned, you have not been 
so situated, even if you had the disposition, as to take up any of these 
inquiries? • -^.-^ 

! m.sm*,vm 

Mr. Tayler. You used to take an interest in politics! 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; I have been a very intense man in politics 
all my life. 

Mr. Tayler. You have always been a Republican, have you ? 

Mr. Smith* My race were Federalists and Whigs, and I inherit 
every element of that stock, on both sides, as intense as ever Was put 
in man. ':.^*;-: -J 

Mr. Tayler. A very good inheritance, indeed. Well* ytfa some- 
times got up into Idaho? 

Mt.Smith. Yeaysir. 

Mr. Tayler. On political missionsf 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

M£ Tayler. You recognized or claimed the same right to be active 
inj^tacsthatan^ 

Mr. Smith. Yea, sir; everywhere in the world. ~ 

Mr. Tayler And in the exercise of that right you got to Idaho and 
anywhere else you pleased to go? » , . 4 , ■ 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. I want to say, though Mr. Tayler, that I 
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never went to Idaho for political work except upon the invitation ol 
?ome leading man of the State, usually the Republican chairman. 

Mr. Tatleh. When you were in Idaho a couple of years ago and 
the subject of the amendment of the constitution came up, at whose 
invitation did you go? 

Mr. Smith. I was in Idaho upon that occasion, not with the inten- 
tion of visiting the legislature or having any conversation in any way 
upon the question of politics at that time. There was a little organi- 
zation of my church there, over which a man, if I remember cor- 
rectly, by the name of Ballard presided. Upon his invitation I went 
there to attend a Sabbath meeting, and was received with open arms 
by all the leading men of the State, so far as that is concerned, that 
were there. Such men as the chief justice, the associate justices, and 
other men of the State treated me with the utmost courtesy. They 
attended my services. I preached to them on Sabbath day. While 
I was there, and in visiting around, I met Mr. Balderson, the editor 
of the Statesman, who was formerly the editor of the Salt Lake 
Times when I was an owner in the Times in our. early efforts to 
make Utah Republican, and when it nearly broke me up in business. 
I called on Mr. Balderson. I think I ; met him at the hotel—the 
Idanha Hotel there — and I brought to his mind this fact. I said to 
him : " Mr; Balderson, it my memory serves me correctly, there is a 
provision in the constitution of Idaho that can be used by unscrupu- 
lous men to the hurt of my people, arid yet I don't want to take any step 
or do anything that would interfere with the execution of the laws 
upon "polygamy. I accept the proposition as involved in the law. I 
would like it if an amendment of the constitution of this State could 
be made in such form that, while the conditions would be preserved 
that would carry out the spirit and meaning of the Congress of the 
United States, my people would not be hampered by some unscrupu- 
lous politician some day springing a test oath upon them and putting 
them in the shape that their liberties would be taken from them." 

I held that conversation with Mr. Balderson, and after talking with 
him I visited Mr. Borah, who, by the way, is a very warm political 
friend of mine and with whom I have been conversant for a number 
of years, and talked over the matter with him. I talked with Gov- 
ernor Morrison. I talked with several of the judges of the State and 
other leading men in regard to the matter. I also met some members 
of the legislature. I made no fixed recommendation in regard to the 
matter, but I asked some of my political friends to consider the matter 
and weigh its force, and if , in their judgment, it was a right thing to 
do, that ah amendment to the constitution should free my people 
from the possibilities of these conditions, I would be most certainly 
well pleased in that accomplishment. 

In conection with it I had some talks with these men— members 
of the legislature. I Was in the legislature and heard a few speeches, 
but I dia not hang around tlwre. Itfy conversations were principally 
with leading politicians of the State and men who had a deep interest 
in those questions. I had that conversation and returned to my 
home. Nobddy was responsible for me. No church had made any 
suggestion to me. In fact, I want to say to you that, so far as I am 
concerned, my church has never in any way, sense, form, or shape 
suggested politics to me or had anything to do with my politics, 



292 BSED SHOOT. 

only as I have been able to convert some of them to the acceptance 
of them. That is all. 

Mr. Tayleb. I can readily imagine that that is the direction that 
political controversy you would have with your political associates 
would take. You would have the political right on jour side, as well 
as the argument. Were you there when the resolution was adopted! 

Mr. Smith. No, sir; I don't remember that I was. 

Mr. Tayleb. Do you know how long after you left it was passed! 

Mr. Smith. Mr. Tayler, it had gone entirely from my mind until I 
incidentally read that Mr. — I had forgotten, in fact, the possibility 
of it being considered in the future, until I read the statement of the 
owner of the Statesman before this body. 

Mr. Tayleb. Do all of these people with whom you talked agree 
with you ? 

Mr. Smith. The question with us, Mr. Tayler, was simply this, as 
to the wisdom of the introduction of it, if they were converted to it. 
Part of them were for immediate action. They believed it was the 
thing to do. There was a difference of opinion in regard to that mat- 
ter, and some of them held it might be an unwise thing to do now. I 
left it in that form among themselves, because I was uncertain. In 
fact, it is a singular thing, but at that time I had not even read that 
provision in the constitution of Idaho in regard to polygamy. 

Mr. Tayleb. You knew that there was something of that sort there! 

Mr. Smith. Oh, yes, sir; I had part in attendance upon the first 
Republican convention that ,met in Idaho, that considered the ques- 
tion of the annulment of the test oath. I happened to be there ; but the 
character of the provision and the shape of it I had not in my mind, 
and have not even now. 

Mr. Tayleb. What view did Mr. Borah take of it ! x 

Mr. Smith. Mr. Borah, as my remembrance goes, was in sympathy, 
fairly, with the proposition. There was a question in Mr. Borah's 
mind. I believe Mr. Borah to be a thoroughly honorable man, and I 
think he treated me with absolute courtesy and consideration. 

Mr. Tayleb. And Governor Morrison was about the same way, was 

he! , , 

Mr. Smith. I think the governor was much more timid in his feel- 
ing in regard to it than any other gentleman I spoke to. That is my 
remembrance now. 

Mr. Taylbb. That is, he exhibited less positive friendliness to it 
than anybody else! 

Mr. Smith. Yes. .,; m , .,, 

Mr. Tayleb. You could not by any possibility transform that mild 
expression into a statement that he was opposed to it, could you ! 

Mr. Smith. He may have been opposed to it, but he did not say so 
absolutely. He thought it might be a little early, that the conditions 
were formative, and that men? advice might be changed in regard to 
those matters as they got better acquainted. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you have a little side line up there on the subject 
t>f the sugar bounty f , , . . , . , • 

Mr. Smith. No, sir, Well, when I say that, I am interested in the 
sugar factories of Idaho, but I never had anything to do with a 
bounty proposition in Idaho, only I would have been a recipient of 
some of the benefits in a limited way. 
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Mr. Tatleb. If it came up you would have been like anybody else, 
interested in it and an advocate of a law for your benefit? 

Mr. Smith. Yes; a dozen stockholders, like myself, of a limited 
amount, would come in for whatever proportion would belong to 
them. I was not a worker in connection with that matter, however. 

Senator Dubois. Are you a director of the Idaho Sugar Company ? 

Mr. Smith. I am; yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. And Joseph F. Smith is the president of it? 

Mr. Smith. Joseph F. Smith is the president; yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Are you a director of all the sugar factories in 
which the church is interested — those in Utah as well as elsewhere? 

Mr. Smith. I am, sir. I was one of the first who made the effort 
to make sugar in Utah, and exhausted all my holdings in making the 
effort to do it. 

Senator Dubois. Of how many sugar factories are you a director? 

Mr. Smith. There is a sugar factory at Lehi, in Utah County, with 
attachments of several kinds. Well, they are all in that county. 
There was one formerly in SaJt Lake County. That, however, has 
been taken away from there. There are some three attachments by 
which the sirup is squeezed out in those factories and carried to the 
main factory. Then there is the Garland factory in northern Utah, 
in Box Elder County. That is owned by that Utah County com- 
pany. Then the same parties aro interested in the Idaho factory and 
m the Sugar City factory. That is, it would be what we used to call 
old Eagle Bock in the former times when you and I were as thick 
as thieves, Governor. 

Senator Dubois. There is one at Sugar City, in Idaho, and one near 
Idaho Falls? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. . 

Senator Dubois. That is my recollection. 

Mr. Smith. There is another one at your town now, I believe, 
owned by some other parties. 

Senator Dubois. They are non-Mormons and are not in the trust at 
that factory. Have you not a factory in Oregon? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir; I am not interested in that. Those are other 
parties entirely. 

Senator Dubois. It is a church factory, is it not? 

Mr. Smith, No, sir ; it is not a church factory in any way ; nor, the 
others are not church factories in the sense 1 presume you would 
apply. They are only stockholders in common with other folks, in a 
limited way. 

Senator Dubois. Is not Heber J. Grant a director in this factory 
also? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; he is, or was. Grant has been away for sev- 
eral years, except a few months. 

Senator Dubois., What I mean by Mormon factories is that the 
president of the church and the higher officials of the Mormon Church 
are a majority of the directorate ; are they not ? 

Mr. Smith. Let me see. The directorate consists of Joseph F. 
Smith; John R. Winder; W. S. McCormick, one of the heavy banking 
men of our section; John C. Cutler, the present governor of Utah; 
T. R. Cutler, and myself. There are in the Idaho factory two other 
gentlemen who are directors in that factory. 

Senator Dubois. McCormick? 
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Mr. Smith. McCormick is a director in all of them. 

Senator Dubois. I think a majority of those you named are high 
officials of the Mormon Church. 

Mr. Smith. I presume they would be called high officials f 

Hie Chairman. Gentlemen, I think we have put in a pretty good 
day's work. Mr. Smith, you remain and you will be called again 
Monday morning. The committee will adjourn until Monday morn- 
ing at 10 o'clock. 

Mr. John Nicholson appeared and presented the book referred to 
in his testimony as Living Sealings A, and the same was examined by 
counsel for the protestants and by the committee and returned to the 
custody of the witness. 

Mr. Tayler thereupon stated that the witnesses Nicholson and Rey- 
nolds were excused from further attendance on the hearing. 

At 4 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m. the committee adjourned until 
Monday, December 19, 190£, at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Washington, D. C, December 19, 190^ 
The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Present; Senators Burrows (chairman), Pettus, and Dubois; also 
Senator Smoot; also R. W. Tayler, counsel for protestants; A. S. 
Worthington and Waldemar Van Cott, counsel for the respondent, 
and Franklin H. Richards, counsel for certain witnesses. 

TESTIMONY OF J0H5 HBHEY SMITH— Hemmed. 

The Chairman. Mr. Tayler, proceed. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Smith was on the stand when the committee 
adjourned. ... 

The Chairman. Will you resume the stand, Mr. Smith. 

Mr. Taflbr, I think I had about finished with Mr. Smith wnat was 
in my mind to inquire about, but Senator Dubois had questioned him 
respecting the Idaho sugar factories. I think you gentlemen may 
cross-examine. 

John Hbnrt Smith, having been previously sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows: 1 

Mr. Worthington. You said, Mr. Smith, that of the apostles you 
were next to President Lyman. What did you mean by that? 

Mr. Smith. I was ordained after he was ordained an apostle; next 
to him. 

Mr. Worthington. Is there any rule about the line of succession 
of the apostles to the president? » 

Mr. Smith. They go forward— they have so far— by seniority. 
' Mr. Worthington. Has that been an invariable rule since the organ- 
ization of the church, so far as you know from the history of it? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; so far as I remember. 

Mr. Worthington. Then the fact that President Lyman is now the 
president is due to the fact that he came to that place by seniority? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. And you come second? 
!Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. And, so far as you can recollect, there has been 
no break in that law— unwritten Uw— -or custom of the church? 
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Mr. Smith. No* so far as I can toll. 

Mr, Worthington. Are you acquainted with a member of your 
church named A. F. McDonald? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; I know him. 1 will say that he is now dead* 

Mr. Worthington. How long 19 it since he died? 

Mr. Smith. I think within the present year, but I am not certain. 

Mr. Worthington. There is some testimony here tending to show 
that he performed a plural marriage ceremony after the manifesto. 
Have you at any time had anything to do with giving him instructions 
or directions in regard to that matter? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. State the whole matter, please. 

Mr. Smith. After Lorenzo Snow became president of the Mormon 
Church I was instructed by him upon a certain occasion, in going to 
visit Mexico, that there had been an intimation made to him that Mr. 
McDonald had been exercising some powers that the president did not 
regard as belonging to him. He instructed me, upon rov visit to Mex- 
ico, to say to Mr. McDonald that should he be informed of his marry- 
ing anybody during his administration, or sealing anybody, I was 
instructed to have him dealt with by the authorities of the church in 
that section. 

Mr. Worthington. Did that apply to any sort of marriage cere- 
mony, or simply to plural marriages? 
Mr. Smith. Wholly to plural marriages. 

Mr. Worthington. Wnen was this that you received these instruc- 
tions—about when ? 

Mr. Smith. I can not say. It was shortly after the coming of Presi- 
dent Snow to be the president of the church, after the death of Wilford 
Woodruff; but I can not say just when it was. 

Mr. Worthing'von. That is immaterial. It is in the record. Did 
you do anything in pursuance of that instruction? 

Mr. Smith. I visited Mexico. I called upon Mr. McDonald and 
informed him that information had reached President Snow that he 
had been exercising some authority in that matter, and I notified him 
that did the information come to me that he bad done so, or attempted 
to do so in the future, I would insist upon the authorities in that sec- 
tion dealing with him for his fellowship in the church. 

Mr. Worthington. So far as your information or knowledge goes— 
that is, up to the time that the testimony was given here the other 
day— what do you know with respect to his complying with your 
instructions? • 

Mr. Smith. I have no knowledge of his violation of them, so far as 
I am concerned. 

Mr. Worthington. You bave neither knowledge nor information 
to that effect? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. t 

Mr. Worthington. Testimony has been given here to the effect 
that there must be special authority from the president of the church 
to authorize any subordinate officer to perform the ceremony of plural 
marriage. What is that? 

Mr. Smith. Under the established rule of the church no person 
could secure a plural wife, except by the consent of the president of 
the church. But it is said that during the latter days of John Taylor, 
some time previous to his death, in Mexico and Southern Arizona, 
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some men were authorized to solemnize single marriages— that is t one 
marriage, but in no sense, that 1 know of, to solemnise plural marriage. 

Mr. Wobthington. Is this authority which the president gives to 
some subordinate officers of the church to perform plural marriages 
the authority to perform some particular marriage or generally to 
perform plural marriages? I am speaking of the time when that 
privilege was given. 

Mr, Burrs, wever having been given the authority, I really do not 
know. v 

Mr. Wobthington. You say you have understood that in President 
Taylor's time, which was prior to 1890, he had given Mr. McDonald 
some authority in this regard, and perhaps had given it to others. 

Mr. Smith. I presume there were others. It is simply a presump- 
tion. 

Mr. Wobthington. Was it to perform a particular plural marriage 
ceremony, or to perform plural marriages in general? 

Mr. Smith. To perform single marriages, but parties may have 
assumed otherwise. 

Mr. Wobthington. While I am on this subject, have you any 
knowledge or information that President Smith has at any time since 
the manifesto, or any other president of the church, authorized any 
plural marriage, in violation of the manifesto? 

Mr. Smith. I know of none myself. I know only of my own. 
Brigham Young authorized— — 

Mr. Wobthington. I say, since the manifesto, do you know of any ? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Did you ever know the president of the church at 
any time to authorize a plural marriage? 

Mr. Smith, Senator, Brigham Young authorized Daniel H. Wells 
to marry me to a second wife. 

Mr. Wobthington, You did not understand the question. 

Senator Dubois. Yes, that is right. Do you know of any other case 
except yours? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir; I do not call to mind a single instance. 

Senator Dubois. At any time within the history of the church? 

Mr. Smith. Not a single instance. There may have been an instance, 
but I do not call it to mind. 

Mr. Wobthington. Perhaps I may have misunderstood you. Did 
you mean to say that President Taylor had authorized plural mar- 
riages, or authorized others to perform regular marriages? 

Mr. Smith. I think President Taylor had authorized men to do 
sealing or marrying of wives to men. 

Mr. Wobthington. You did not mean to say that he had authorized 
plural marriages? 

Mr. Smith. No; I do not know as to that Of course, as a religious 
people, my people believe in being married by the church authorities, 
and in those sections which are removed from where our temples are 
there have arisen instances by appointment where men exercised that 
right. 

Mr. Wobthington. That is all on that subject. I want to ask you 
now about the matter of the sugar manufactories in Idaho. What can 
you tell us as to whether or not the church owns a majority of the 
stock in an v of those corporations ? 
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Mr. Smith. I oan say that the church does not own a majority of 
the 8 took in any of the corporations with which I am conversant 
Mr. WoBTmNGTON. And which are those? 

Mr. Smith. The Utah Sugar Company, the Idaho Sugar Company, 
and the Fremont County Sugar Company. 

Mr. Wobthtkgton. What, ff anything, had you to do with bringing 
about the passage of the bill by the Idaho legislature, called the sugar- 
bounty bill? 

Mr. Smith. I do not remember to have had anything to do with it, 
only as a stockholder in the concerns. There was an effort made to 
secure a bountv by the legislature. 1 in no way labored, as I remem- 
ber, for it, or had any part but in buttonholing legislators on the sub- 
ject. . 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Jackson told us something about members 
or officers of your church going to Idaho with revelations to the mem- 
bers of your church how to vote; that what you said to them was a 
revelation. Tell us, as far as your experience and knowledge go, if 
anything of that kind obtains in your cnurch. 

Mr. Smith. I can not speak for anybody else's experience. It is a 
well-known fact that I have been a very active factor in the politics of 
my own State, and that I have also participated in the politics of the 
State of Wyoming, of the State of Colorado, the Territory of Arizona, 
and the State of Idaho; but I have never appeared in either of those 
States or Territory on the question of politics, except upon the invi- 
tation of the officers, the chairmen of the Republican committees of 
those districts, or of some prominent citizen or the State. 

As far as the question of revelation is concerned, no such words have 
ever been used by me as affecting any man in seeking to influence him 
in his political views by an application of my church authority and 
dignity. Upon the contrary, 1 nave stood upon the platform a hun- 
dred times and announced that I was there as a citizen of the United 
States, exercising my rights; that I asked no quarter and expected to 
give none so far as the question of politics were concerned. 

Mr. Worthington. do far as you know, has any other member of 
your church 

Mr. Smith. Never to my knowledge. 

Mr. Worthington. Endeavored or in any way sought to convey 
to the minds of members of the church that they were speaking by 
authority or by revelation? 

Mr. Smith. Never to my knowledge. 

Mr. Worthington. Were there any instances, that you can recall, 
when you went to Idaho to make political speeches where you had 
trouble about getting an audience, even in Mormon counties? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Mormon strongholds? 
Mr. Smith. Yes,* sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Give us an instance or two of that kind. 

Mr. Smith. I was once sent by Mr. Turner, I think he was the 
associate chairman, with a leading lawyer from Pocatello to visit 
the town of Oxford to speak upon politics. We went there, and the 
audience consisted of about a half dozen people, when we ought to 
have had about three hundred, possibly; that would be extreme. 
There were possibly fifteen people. 

Senator Dubois. When was that? 
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Mr. Smith, In the last campaign in which I took part in Idaho. 
Senator Dubois. That was in the 1902 campaign. You did not take 
part in the last campaign! 
Mr. Smith. No. 

Senator Dubois. No apostle took part in it! 
Mr. Smith. I was sick. Likely. I would have been in it all over, 
but 1 was sick. 

Senator Dubois. No leading official took part in it. This was during 
the 1902 campaign that you had that experience at Oxford! 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; I presume. 

Senator Dubois. The man you spoke with was F. S. Dietrick, of 
Pocatello? 
Mr. Smith. That is the gentleman. 
Mr. Wobthington. Where do you say that is! 
Mr. Smith. Oxford, in Oneida County. 
Mr. Wobthington. That is one of the Mormon counties! 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. Oxford has a big Mormom settlement 

Mr. Smith. I think probably two- thirds of it is Mormon. . 

Mr. Wobthington. Have you any information, from common repu- 
tation, as to why it was you did not get any of your own people to 
come and hear you, except 15? 

Mr* Smith. Mr. Fisher, an intense Democrat and always a warm 
friend of mine, said he tried to keep his political friends from hear- 
ing me. 

Mr. Wobthington. Give any other instance where you had a lack 



Mr. Smith. We had the same experience in Teton, Fremont County. 
Mr. Wobthington. When? 
Mr. Smith. During the same campaign. 

Senator Dubois. Was the Teton meeting after the Oxford meeting? 

Mr. Smith. I think so; I am not certain. I have not those things 
in my m i nd as to dates. 

Senator Dubois. Did you not start at Oxford and go north? 

Mr. Smith. I was at Soda Springs first in that campaign? 

Senator Dubois. That is on about the same line, east and west. 

Mr. Smith. I was at Soda Springs, and Oxford, and later on in sev- 
eral places and finally wound up at Teton, 

Senator Dubois. It was after the Oxford meeting? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; but I can not tell you about the date* 

Mr. Wobthington. Is Teton a Mormon settlement? 

Mr. Smith. I think almost in its entirety. 

Mr. Wobthington. How large a place is it; how many people are 
there there? 

Mr. Smith. I should presume there were one hundred and fifty 
families in the neighborhood, maybe more than that. 

Mr. Wobthington. How many people came out to hear you? 

Mr. Smith. I should judge we had about fifty at that meeting, but 
1 think every one of them was a Republican. 

Mr. Wobthington. Did you have any knowledge or information as 
to why the rest of your people did not come out to hear you? 

Mr. Smith. All I know is that some of my Democratic friends 
informed me that they got up a meeting when they heard I was com- 
ing and got the people in their own meeting. 
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Mr. Worthtnoton. I wish to ask you about the repeal of the test 
oath law. We have seen what that was. It practically excluded Mor- 
mons from voting. Was the legislature that repealed that a legislature 
which had been elected while the test oath was in force! 

Mr. Smith. I think so. I beg your pardon. Just state that again, 

Mr. Tayleb. How could it be otherwise? 

Mr. Wobthinoton. It could not be otherwise, but I did not want to 
assume anything. 
Mr. Tatlsb. It is fair to assume that 
Mr. Worthington. Let the reporter read the question. 
The Reporter read as follows: 

"Mr. Worthington. 1 wish to ask you about the repeal of the test- 
oath law. We have seen what that was. It practically excluded 
Mormons from voting. Was the legislature that repealed that a legis- 
lature which had been elected while the test oath was in force?" 

Mr. Worthington. Of course it must have been, as Mr. Tay ler says. 

Mr. Smith. I suppose so. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you know whether there were any Mor- 
mons at all in the legislature that repealed the test oath? 

Mr, Smith. I do not think there were, because every Mormon was 
tabbed in that country by the Senator. 

The Chairman. What? 

Mr. Smith. Tabbed. 

Mr. Worthington. Tabooed, he means. 

Mr. Tayleb. No; labeled. 

Mr. Smith, Labeled is the proposition. 

Mr. Worthington. He could not hold office? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir; he could not run his own water ditch. 

Mr. Worthington. That test-oath law, excluding Mormons, was 
repealed by the people of Idaho? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. I now wish to ask you about the proposed con- 
stitutional convention. I have an impression that my friend on the 
other side has the idea that the object of those who favored the con- 
stitutional convention was to get rid of any laws against polygamy. 
Will you tell us what you know about tliat. You seem to have 
participated in it. 

Mr. Smith. The condition of the laws of Idaho was such that, with 
little effort, under excitement such as is sometimes gotten up, the test 
oath could be most rigidly applied to the Mormons. There was no 
purpose or thought, in seeking to have an amendment to the constitu- 
tion, to annul the laws against polygamy. That was a fixed proposi- 
tion by the decisions of the courts of the United States. But there 
was an effort upon my own part to see that my people should be freed 
from the possibilities of disfranchisement by an action brought on 
under excitement, such as probably exists in the United States at the 
present time. 

Mr. Worthington. Your object, if I understand it, was to do what 
you could to keep your people from being prevented from voting. 
Mr. Smith. That is it. 

Mr. Worthington. And nop to repeal the laws against polygamy. 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. A . 

Mr. Worthington. Do I understand that on this occasion, when you 
were in Idahoand talked to various persons about the proposed con- 
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stitutional convention, you had gone there on some other matter 
entirely I 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. I was invited there to attend religious services 
by the president or the presiding officer of the branch of the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints who resided in Boise, Mr. 
Ballard. 

Mr. WoBTHuroTOH. And while there on that business 

Mr. Smith. After the matter was over, and in visiting around, I 
happened, I think, first to suggest the matter myself to Mr. Balderson, 
of the Statesman. I think so. 1 can not be positive in regard to that 
matter. I talked the matter over with Mr. Balderson, and maybe 
with others. 

Mr. Wobthingtoh. I think on your direct examination you said to 
Mr. Tayler that you had gone to Idaho on a mission. What do you 
mean by "mission?" 

Mr. Smith. I was there on invitation of that gentleman to speak to 
the people, and did talk to them upon the Sabbath. 

Mr. Worthington. Was it purely a church matter? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. The word "mission" is entirely out of place 
in connection with it, because I was simply there upon invitation- — 

Mr. Worthington. What I want to get at is whether you went 
there purely on church matters, not having any reference to this 
matter? 

Mr. Smith. None whatever. 

Mr. Worthington. You said something to Mr. Tayler about the 
decision of the Supreme Court as to the validity of the laws against 
polygamy. Did you have, or have you in your mind now, any partic- 
ular decision ? Do you know, for instance, how to distinguish between 
the Reynolds case and the Davis and Beason case and the rest? 

Mr. Smith. I have not I was an ardent believer in that doctrine. 

The Chairman. What doctrine? 

Mr. Smith. The doctrine of a plurality of wives. 

Mr. Worthington. What is your understanding about the time 
when the Supreme Court rendered a decision which the Mormon peo- 
ple accepted as final and conclusive upon them as to the right to prac- 
tice polygamy or the right of the law to prohibit it; how long was it 
before the manifesto? 

Mr. Smith. I can not recall it in memory. 

Mr. Worthington. About how long before the manifesto? 

Mr. Smith. I can make- this explanation, that the Mormon people 
fought to the utmost limit every law that was Dassed by Congress 
affecting that proposition, believing that their rights as citizens, as 
well as the rights of every other citizen in the Republic, were at stake, 
and that the Supreme Court would eventually determine that Congress 
could not pass a law interfering with an establishment of religion or 
prohibiting its free exercise. When they found they were to be 
placed in a position of antagonism to their Government they accepted 
the situation and they have done their best to comply with the condi- 
tions. I do not know whether I make myself clear. 

Mr. Worthington. I think you do. Now, I come to the matter of 
amnesty, concerning which Mr. Tayler asked you some questions. 
Did you at any time have special amnesty from the President of the 
United States, or are you embraced in the general proclamatiou? 

Mr. Smith. I am embraced in the general proclamation. I have no 
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remembrance that I had any special. It was when the general amnesty 
was granted. 

Mr. Wobthington. You understood perfectly that that amnesty 
was granted to you only on condition that you were to comply witn 
the terms on which it was granted? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. -Worthington. And you have not complied with them! 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. That is all. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Smith, when dicLyou first go to Idaho to make 
political speeches? 

Mr. Smith. Senator, the first time I went to Idaho that I have any 
remembrance of in regard to political matters in any shape was upon 
the invitation of General Roberts and Mr. Fenn — was there not a 
politician in your State by the name of Fenn-: 

Senator Dubois. Yes. 

Mr. Smith. To attend the Moscow convention. I believe 1 met you 
and talked over the matter, if my memory serves me right. I may, 
however, be at sea. 

Senator Dubois. At the Moscow convention? 

Mr. Smith. No; before the Moscow convention, but about that time. 

Senator Dubois. Very likely. 

Mr. Smith. I am not certain as to the time. I think I went up 

Senator Dubois. That is not my question. I wrote a letter advo- 
cating the repeal of the law making the test oath effective, so far as it 
concerns disfranchisement 
Mr. Smith. Yes. 

Senator Dubois. I was the first one to do that. I was in full accord 
with the movement to repeal the law. There is no controversy about 
that. I wrote a letter, which was published, giving the reason, mean- 
ing the manifesto. My question is, when did you first make political 
speeches in Idaho? 

Mr. Smith. I could not say. 

Senator Dubois, Was it not in 1900? 

Mr. Smith. I could not say as to the date. 

Senator Dubois. Did you make any political speeches in Idaho before 
statehood was gained for Utah? 

Mr. Smith. I think not. 1 do not remember that I did. 

Senator Dubois. In 1900 youjnade political speeches in Idaho, did 
you not! 

Mr. Smith. I presume so, but I could not say positively, because it 
does not come up in my memory. 

Senator Dubois. Did other apostles make political speeches in Idaho 
in 1900? 

Mr. Smith. I am not prepared to say. I think possibly Moses 
Thatcher did. I do not know. 
Senator Dubois. Did he? 
Mr. Smith. I can not say positively, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Did you make political speeches in Idaho in 19021 
Mr. Smith. I presume I did. 

Senator Dubois. You have just testified that you did. 
Mr. Smith. Yes; I presume I did. 
Senator Dubois. Well, did you? 
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The Chairman. The witness says he presumes he didr 
Senator Dubois. He testified a moment ago that he did. Did you 
make a political speech in Oxford in 1902? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir: I guess so. 
Senator Dubois. Did you make one at Teton in 1902 f 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. So you made political speeches in Idaho in 1902. 
Did any other apostle make political speeches in Idaho in 1902? 

Mr. Smith. I never knew any other apostle, to my remembrance, 
to make political speeches in Idaho. ~ 

Senator Dubois. Did Apostle Cowley make speeches in Idaho? 

Mr. Smith. 1 know nothing about Cowley's work in Idaho. 

Senator Dubois. Did any Democratic apostle ever make speeches in 
Idaho? 

Mr. Smith. I do not know about that, sir; I am not sponsor for the 
Democrats. 

Senator Dubois. Where did you make political speeches in Idaho? 
Mr. Smith. I made them in so many places that I could not say now. 
Senator Dubois. Did you make them outside of the Mormon settle- 
ments and the Mormon country? ' Did you make them in Boise? 
Mr. Smith. No, sirj 1 was never asked. 

Senator Dubois. Did you make them in any of the so-called gen- 
tile counties? 
Mr. Smith. I think not, Senator. 

Senator Dubois. Your speeches were confined not only to the Mor- 
mon counties, but to the Mormon settlements, were they not? 

Mr. Smith. I went where the chairman sent me. 

Senator Dubois. 1 understand; and he sent you to Mormon settle- 
ments? 

Mr. Smith. I presume that is the case. He did it. 

Senator Dubois, If you should decide in your own mind to take a 
polygamous wife to-morrow, would you feel justified in doing so 
without consulting your associates? « 

Mr. Smith. Senator, such a thing is not probable as my deciding to 
do that sort of thing. 

Senator Dubois. Well, if any apostle has entered into polygamy . 
since 1890, has he done so without the knowledge or consent of bis 
associates ? 

Mr, Smith. I do not know, but I absolutely believe he has. 

Senator Dubois. Even if he were an apostle? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; even if he was an apostle. 

Senator Dubois. An apostle then could retain his standing as an 
apostle, ^though he has entered into polygamy since 1890; new 
polygamy ? 

Mr. Smith. The answer, Senator, to that is, unless, perchance, he 
were handled by the laws of his country. 

Senator Dubois. He would not lose standing in the church or 
among his apostolic associates, he being an apostle, if he has married 
into new polygamy since 1890? ♦ 

Mr. Smith. I think if you demonstrated to his council that he had 
married since that time they vrould deal with him. 

Senator Dubois. You mean that some gentile would have to present 
it to the apostolic quorum ? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir: any citizen. 
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Senator Dubois. You tbinkjhey would deal with himf 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; I can say for myself that I would. 
Senator Dubois. Would he lose standing? • 
Mr. Smith. Would he lose standing? 1 
Senator Dubois. Yes: in the church. 

Mr. Smiths He would lose standing if he was dismembered from 
the church. 

Senator Dubois. Oh, well; would he lose standing if he entered into 
a polygamous marriage since 1800? 

Air. Smith. Should it be absolutely demonstrated in the courts, yes. 

Senator Dubois. Do you imagine, or is it your opinion, that an 
apostle could enter into a new polygamous marriage now without the 
knowledge or consent of his associates? 

Mr. Smith. I could not say. I should think not, but what men may 
do is beyond my ken. 

Senator Dubois. Was there not some objection to your speaking, 
before you spoke at Oxford, in the 1902 campaign, by the Democratic 
party of Idaho? 

Mr. Smith. Not to my knowledge. They never made any objection 
to me, that I know of. 

Senator Dubois. Did they not make objection in person to Joseph F. 
Smith, president of the church ? 

Mr. Smith. I know nothing about that. 

Senator Dubois. Was it not published in the papers? 

Mr. Smith. Now, as to whether or not 

Senator Dubois. Was it not in fact notorious throughout that coun- 
try, before you spoke at Oxford, that the Democratic party objected 
to Mr. Cowley ana yourself speaking in these Mormon settlements and 
advising the people how to vote? 

Mr. Smith. I nave no knowledge of it. I have never consulted Mr. 
Joseph F. Smith or anybody else in regard to my 

Senator Dubois. You never saw it in the newspapers at the time? 

Mr. Smith. I do not remember it 

Senator Dubois. You do not recollect that a representative of the 
Democratic State committee went to Salt Lake City and had a con- 
ference- 

Mr. Smith. Since you call it up, I believe I do recollect that there 
was something of that sort But I was not by. I know nothing 
about it. 

Senator Dubois. Do you not recollect that it created a very consider- 
able stir and was published in ail the newspapers, and that you and 
Mr. Cowley were mentioned by name? 

Mr. Smith, Sometimes, Senator, a man is far removed from centers 
of information, and he may not see the papers for some time. Many 
a one has been missed by me. 

Senator Dubois. You do not recollect that this was before the meet- 
ing at Oxford and at Teton ? 

Mr. Smith. 1 know nothing about it as an occurrence, only as I may 
have read it in the newspapers or hear you tell it now. 

Senator Dubois. That is all. 

Mr. Tatlbk. Mr. Smith, you have made some reference to Mr. 
McDonald. What was his position? Was he president of a stake? 

Mr. Smith* No, sir; he was what is known as a high priest in our 
church. 
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Mr. Tayler. Had he anything to do with the secular affairs of the 
people? 

Mr Smith. He was located in Mexico, and 1 believe was a citizen 
of Mexico — I am not certain as to that— and was a business agent there 
at that time, securing lands for Mormon colonization. 

Mr. Tayler. Under whose immediate direction was hef 

Mr. Smith. As far as colonization was concerned, he was directly 
under my supervision, 

Mr. Tayler. As to the exercise of the priestly functions, who was 
his immediate superior? 

Mr. Smith. If he exercised any, he would have to be directly under 
the president of the church. 

Mr. Tayler. There would then be no intervening authority in sec- 
ular matters between you and him, nor in spiritual matters between 
him and the president of the church? 

Mr. Smith. I do not know that I quite understand your remark. 

Mr. Tayler (to the reporter). Read the question. 

The reporter read as follows: 

"Mr. Tayler. There would then be no intervening authority in 
secular matters between you and him, nor in spiritual matters between 
him and the president of the church?" 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. As a priest of the church, unless some special limita- 
tion was put upon him by the president of the church, he was qualified 
to perform the, marriage ceremony? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. He was in Mexico for a number of years, was he not? 
Mr. Smith. I should judge he was there possibly twenty years. 
Mr. Tayleb. Now, the conversation that you had with President 
Snow was shortly after his accession to the presidency? 
Mr. Smith. les, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. He became president October 13, 1898, did he not! 
Is not that about right? 

Mr. Smith. I could not speak as a fact. The records will show. 

Mr. Tayler. I take that aate from the Latter-Day Saints' genealogy 
or chronology, whichever it is. 

Mr. Smith. I presume that would be correct 

Mr. Tayler. And that is about the time, as you remember it, when 
he became president? 
r Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. He succeeded Wilford Woodruff? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And preceded Joseph F. Smith? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. What was it President Snow directed you to do. 
What did he say in respect to this intimation that McDonald had been 
performing plural marriages? 

Mr. Smith. He did not make any explanation to me in regard to 

the proposition. 
Mr. Tayler. What did he say ? 

Mr. Smith. He simply said, " No man in this earth to-day is author- 
ized to exercise die keys but myself, and if A. F. McDonald or any 
other man is doing it and you find out that fact, you are authorized to 
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deal with him or to have the church dignitaries of that section deal 
with him in his fellowship. " That was all. 

Mr. Tayler. What dia he say about any rumor? 

Mr. Smith. He did not explain anything to me about it. 

Mr. Tayler, Did you not say something in your former examina- 
tion about some reference to the manifesto 1 

Mr. Smith. I said he had evidently received some information. 

Mr. Tayler. He did not say what? 

Mr. Smith. No. 

Mr. Tayler. But the direction to you was to see McDonald? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. • .-».. 

Mr. Tayler. And you did see McDonald? 
Mr. Smith. I did see McDonald. 

Mr. Tayler. Did he tell you that he knew something about the 
marriage of Mabel Kennedy as a plural wife to some man in 1896? 

Mr. Smith. He never told me anything about it. He never made 
an explanation to me; and I notified him that should it come to me 
that he solemnized any marriage in the future he would be dealt with, 
and I would take the steps myself. \ 

Mr. Tayler, To what other persons did you give this warning? 

Mr. Smith. I do not remember that I have ever given it to anybody 
else. I may haver 

Mr. Tayler. You may have? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. But McDonald is the only one you have 

Mr. Smith. That I have any remembrance of. 
Mr. Tayler That you have any remembrance of having given that 
notice? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Tayler. And you have no recollection that your giving that 
notice to him grew out of his participation in the marriage of Mabel 
Kennedy as a plural wife 

Mr. Smith. I do not know anything about that 

Mr. Tayler. To some man down in Mexico? 

Mr. Smith. I do hot know anything about that 

Mr. Tayler. You do. not remember that? 

Mr. Smith. I do not remember it. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you hear of Apostle Brigham Young performing 
any plural-marriage ceremony down there? 
Mr. Smith. No, sir; only as I read it in the testimony. 
Mr. Tayler. I mean before that time? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. Apostles usually marry young people as thev go 
through the country, at tneir solicitation, when they come with their 
licenses. 

Mr. Tayler. You say that Lorenzo Snow said that he held the keys 
of heaven? 
Mr, Smith. No, sir; I did not say that. 
Mr. Tayler. What? 

Mr. Smith. That he held the keys of .sealing. 
Mr. Tayler. The keys of sealing? 
Mr. Smith. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Was there any limitation on the power of the person 
authorized to perform marriage ceremonies that extended to a denial 
to him of the right to perform plural-marriage ceremonies? 

S. Doc. 486, 69-1, vol 2—20 
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Mr. Smith. Men have been authorized to solemnize marriages by 
every president of the Mormon Charcb. To what extent that goes I 
am not prepared to say, 

Mr. Tayler. Anybody who was a priest could perform the cere- 
mony! 

Mr. Smith. Any elder in the Mormon Church could marry, but that 
would not be what is known as a sealing. 
Mr. Tayler. Not what is known as a sealing? 
Mr. Smith. No. 

Mr. Tayler, What is the difference between marrying and sealing? 

Mr. SMitfH. The difference is simply this: One is a temple ordi- 
nance. Marrying may occur anywhere. 

Mr. Tayler. Almost all the adult male members of the Mormon 
Church are elders, are they not? 

Mr. Smith. Yes; sir; the larger proportion of them. 

Mr. Tayler. I asked you yesterday a question or two about the 
suggested or claimed marriage of Apostle Abram Cannon. 

Sir. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. I think you said that you heard some rumors about it 
at the time. 

Mr. Smith. I stated that Mr. Lannon, the owner and editor of the 
Salt Lake Tribune, the organ of Senator Kearns, told me that he had 
heard of such a matter. 

Mr. Tayler. When was it? 

Mr. Smith. I could not tell you as to the time. 

Mr. Tayler. That was some time ago? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. Tayler, Before this testimony ? 

Mr. Smith. Way back in the past. It would be after Mr, Cannon 
was dead, too. 

Mr. Tayler. You have heard the charge made that President Smith 
had performed that ceremony ? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; 1 heard that charge made. 

Mr. Tayler. That has been charged — not proved — for some years, 
has it not? 

Mr. Smith, I could not say. I remember going to him myself and 
asking him the question whether he did that marrying, and lie simply 
said "No, sir." 

Mr. Tayler. Why did you go to him and ask him that question ? 

Mr. Smith. I did that because Mr. Lannon had told me that such a 
thing had occurred, and the story was that Mr. Smith had done it. 

Mr. Tayler. So that you were in a state of doubt until you could 
consult President Smith about it? 

Mr. Smith. Necessarily. 

Mr. Tayler. If the president of the church wanted to perform such 
a ceremony he could do it? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. Any man might take the liberty to do things 
that he ought nqt to«lo, even the president of the church. 

Mr. Tayler. When President Smith said he had not, did )'ou make 
any further inquiry? 

Mr. Smith. 1 believed him absolutely. 

Mr. Tayler. Oh, yes. I am not making any inquiry further about 
that. Did you make anv inquiry as to who did perform it? 
Mr. Smith. I have made inquiries; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Tayler. Do you know who did perform it? 
Mr. Smith* 1 never gained any information on that subject which 
was tangible. 

Mr. Tayler. You, as an apostle of the church, have never had the 
slightest doubt that Abram Cannon did marry Lillian Hamlin in 1890? 
Mr. Smith. I have had the most serious doubts. 
Mr. Tayler. You have had the most serious doubts? ^ 
Mr. Smith. I have had. 

Mr. Tayler. Then, as an apostle of the church, what was the expla- 
nation that you gave to yourself for the status in which he appeared to 
be upon his return from California? 

Mr. Smith. I have never made any explanation to myself that was 
at all satisfactory. 

Mr. Tayler. You knew, did you not, as well as most men know 
anything, that he returned from California with Lillian Hamlin and 
proclaimed her as his wife? 

Mr. Smith. Never, sir; not to my knowledge. I never knew of his 
proclaiming her as his wife. 

Mr. Tayler. Did not President Smith tell you 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That Abeam Cannon 

Mr. Smith. He made no explanation to me in regard to the matter; 
only that he did not do it. 

Mr. Tayler. You therefore are still in doubt 

Mr. Smith. Absolutely. 

Mr. Tayler. Wait until I ask you the question. You are there- 
fore still in doubt as to whether Apostle Abram Cannon did believe 
or did present Lillian Hamlin as his wife? 

Mr. Smith. I know nothing absolutely about it, so far as the 
explanation- — - 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Smith, I am not asking you for things you know 
absolutely. I am talking about things as men know them in this world. 
If you cfo not want to discuss the subject, and will so express your- 
self, then I will know how to proceed about it. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I suggest that there is nothing in what the 
witness has said to justify any reflection of that kind. 

Mr. Tayler. I do not intend to reflect upon the witness. 

The Chairman. Mr. Smith will answer the question. 

Mr. Smith. I am here to answer anything i know. 

The Chairman, Certainly. 

Mr. Tayler. Will the reporter read the question? 
The reporter read the question, as follows: 

"You are therefore still in doubt as to whether Apostle Abram 
Cannon did believe or did present Lillian Hamlin as his wife*-* 

Mr. Tayler. You stated that you had doubt as to whether she was 
his wife. 

Mr. Smith. I have had doubt and have doubt now 

Mr. Tayler. Has it interested you at all — the consideration of the 

question whether 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. Not at all? 
Mr. Smith. Not at all. 

Mr. Tayler. Although a brother apostle, and vou knew him well? 
Mr. Smith. I knew him as a child. I was his bishop. 
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Mr. Tayler. You knew him as a man better than as a child! 
Mr. Smith. Very limited as a man. 1 was largely away from home 
and so was he. 
Mr. Tayler. He was a member— — , 

Mr^SmTH. Mr. Tayler, there may be this explanation made in 
regard to us. The world is our home. Take us men. We are every- 
where. J know little of conditions in Utah or in any other section. 

Mr. Tayler. That does not change the aspect of this particular 
inquiry I am pursuing. You had no interest, then, in the question as 
to whether Abram Cannon bad taken a plural wife or not? 

Mr. Smith. He was dead. 

Mr. Tayle*r. He was dead! 

Mr, Smith. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. And all the interest that you ever could have had in 
the question as to whether Abram Cannon had taken a plural wife was 
as to its effect upon him personally in life? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. The fact that it might reflect upon the good faith of 
your church was wholly without interest to you? 
Mr. Smith. I may say, yes. 

Mr. Tayler. It did not make any difference to you whether it was 
thought that the church had broken faith through the plural marriage 
of one of its apostles? 

Mr. Smith. 1 can simply say in regard to that proposition that I 
have never interested myself in looking up criminals. I have never 
taken any part in it It has never been my business, whether as to 
polygamists, thieves, or murderers, or any other class of criminals. I 
have never taken any part in that work. 

Mr. Tayler. I suppose your answer is intended to be responsive to 
the spirit of my question? 

Mr. Smith. Yes. sir; 1 intended it should be. 

Mr. Tayler* I think you meant it to be. 

Mr. Smith. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. And so I see that you do not apprehend the spirit of my 

auestion. If it was learned to-day that yesterday Joseph F. Smith, in 
le city of Salt Lake, had taken a plural wife— which I do not conceive 
to be possible, but let us assume the strong case— I gather from the 
way in which vou have answered my questions that your interest in 
that subject would be confined to its personal aspect as applied to 
Joseph F. Smith and what penalties might be laid upon him for it? 

Mr. Smith. If I knew that Joseph F. Smith had married a wife 
yesterday, and there was a grand jury assembled in Salt Lake City, 1 
would go before that grand ]ury and give my testimony. 

Mr. Tayler. And that is all you would care about itr-to see that 
he was personally prosecuted for HI 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Its effect upon the church- 

Mr. Smith. The church has to take care of itself, 

Mr. Tayler. The discredit that might follow in consequence of that 
act of the president of the church, you would consider as apart from 
the consideration of it, and of no consequence? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler, Exactly. That is what I supposed. 

The Chairman. Please read those questions and answers. 
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The reporter read as follows: 

"Mr, Tatleb. # * V If it war learned to-day that yesterday 
Joseph F. Smith, in the city of Salt Lake, had taken a plural wife— 
whicn I do not conceive to do possible, but let us assume the strong 
case— I gather from the way in which you have answered iny questions, 
that your interest in that subject would be confined to its personal 
aspect as applied to Joseph F. Smith and what penalties might be laid 
upon him for it! 

"Mr, Smith, If I knew that Joseph F. Smith had married a wife 
yesterday, and there was a grand jury assembled in Salt Lake City, I 
would go before that grand jury and give my testimony. 

"Mr. Tatleb. And that is all you would care about it— to see that 
he was personally prosecuted for it? 

"Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

"Mr. Tatleb. Its effect upon the church — — 

"Mr. Smith. The church has to take care of itself . 

" Mr. Tatleb. The discredit that might follow in consequence of 
that act of the president of the church, you would consider as apart 
from the consideration of it, and of no consequence? 

"Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

" Mr* Tatleb. Exactly. That is what I supposed." 
Mr. Tatleb. Why would you go before the grand jury and prose- 
cute him? 

Mr. Smith. I would go before the grand jury just as I would give 
information of any other crime of extreme moment where the public 
was interested. 

Mr. Tatleb. Do you not understand that President Smith is daily 
violating the law? 

Mr* Smith. Yes, sir. I would say, no, sir; I do not. [To the 
stenographer:] Change that, please. My answer is "No, sir." 
* Mr. Tatleb. Why do you say "no, sir." 

Mr. Smith. Because I do not know that he is daily violating the 
law. 

Mr. Tatleb. You do not? 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. In order for you to speak with any positiveness, you 

must have such a degree of knowledge 

Mr. Smith. I must know. 

Mr. Tatleb. As you do not possess in the case of Joseph F. Smith, 
in his relations to his present wives? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. What kind of knowledge would you want to have of 
his having married another wife if you do not know enough about his 
present status? 

Mr. Smith. I should want to have seen it 

Mr. Tatleb. So that if Joseph F. Smith yesterday in Salt Lake was 
married, it would not be possible for you ever to take steps to prose- 
cute him, would it, because you did not see it? 

Mr. Smith, itfo, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. Another question, Mr. Smith. The provisions of the 
Idaho constitution, I believe, were read here in your hearing Satur- 
day, perhaps. You have a general familiarity with the scope of them. 
There was also a statute which contained a test oath. Do you recall 
that? 
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Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. Perhaps there is a statute oowf 
Mr. Smith. I think not. 
Mr. Tatleb. None at all? 

Mr. Smith. I think it has been repealed. Hie Senator from Idaho 

may know. I do not. 
Senator Dubois. It is repealed. 
Mr. Tatleb. Wholly repealed! 
Mr. Wobthington. Yes, sir* 

Mr. Tatleb. The first step in the repeal of that statute was the 
repeal of that portion of it which disfranchised any person who had 
ever been a member of the Mormon Church, in order to characterize 
it, although the word "Mormon" was not in the act 

Mr. Smith. Yes. 

Mr. Tatleb. Then, I understand, later the whole act was repealed. 
Do vou remember when? 

Mr. Smith. No. All I know, Mr. Tayler, in regard to the repeal 
of the test oath, following the suggestion of the Senator at the Mos- 
cow convention, of which I was not a member but at which I was a 
visitor on the invitation of General Roberts, is that the Republican 
convention, if I remember aright, passed a resolution that steps should 
be taken looking to the repeal of the law disfranchising the Mormons. 

Senator Dubois. That was in 1892, was it not? 

Mr. Smith. I think so. Although on the question of dates I have 
the poorest memory in the world. 

Senator Dubois. The manifesto was issued in 1890, was it not! 

Mr. Smith. I think so. 

Senator Dubois. And sustained by the Mormon people, pledging to 
the people of the United States that polygamy and polygamous living 
should cease, and dictation in political affairs should cease ? And after 
that two pleas for amnesty were sent to the President, those pleas for 
amnesty being signed by you among others. All of those acts on the 
part ofyour church were prior to 1892, were they not? 

Mr. Smith. I presume tbey were. My memory does not tell of 
dates. You may have them in your mind. I have them not in mine. 

Senator Dubois. Was not the argument put forth by myself and 
others that inasmuch as the church had abandoned polygamy and 
polygamous living, and had ceased dictation in politics, the necessity 
for t£e disfranchisement of the Mormons had passed? ' 

Mr. Smith. I believe that was the nature of your communication to 
the convention. 

Senator Dubois. Were we not assured by you and other leaders 
that the manifesto and the pleas for amnesty would be lived up to in 
good faith! 

Mr. Smith. I think I have made all manner of assurances in that 
matter, so far as I could. 

Senator Dubois. I had been elected to a six-year term in the United 
States Senate immediately prior to this convention, had I not? 

Mr. Smith. I believe so. 

Mr. Tatleb. The Supreme Court, in 1878, passed upon the question 
which arose between the Mormon Church and the country as to whether 
or not the law forbidding bigamy or polyiyamy violated the right of 
the Mormons freely to worship God according to the dictates of their 
own conscience. 
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Mr. Smith, There were several laws. 

Mr. Tatlbb. I know there were several laws. 

Mr. Smith, And several passages upon laws by the Supreme Court 
But the full question, I think, in all its bearings, has never yet been 
full v touched, 

Mr. Tatlbb. It has not? 

Mr. Smith. The lawyers may know. I think not. 

Mr. Tatlbb. As an apostle of the Mormon Church, in what aspect 
do you understand that the Supreme Court has not fully settled the 
religious rights of the Mormon people ? 

Mr. Smith. My own thoughts-it may not be a correct one — is that 
the question itself in all its bearings has never been settled — there are 
gentlemen here who may^ be able to tell — before the Supreme Court, so 
as to pass upon its religious merits. 

Mr. Tatlbb. But this is not a question of law that I am asking you. 
It is a question that you, as a layman, so far as the law is concerned, 
and as a high official of the Mormon Church would know about What 
is it that you and your people understand is not settled? 

Mr. Smith. My people understand that it is virtually determined, 
and have accepted the situation so far as that is concerned, and yet 
there are questions in regard to that matter, even in the minds of many 
men. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Now; what questions? 

Mr. Smith. The question as to religious liberty, whether it has been 
infringed. 
The Chaibman. As to what? 

Mr. Smith. The question as to religious liberty, whether in our case 
it has been infringed. But we have accepted the situation absolutely, 
Mr. Chairman, and have made our elforts. in all honor, before God 
and man, so far as that is concerned, to fulfill our obligations to the 
best of our ability. 

Mr. Tatlbb. But you deem the question still unsettled? . 

Mr. Smith. It would hardly be correct, Mr. Tayler, for me to say 
that, and yet in my soul I feel that 

Mr. Tatlbb. And until it is settled, however, I suppose it is just to 
you to say that you propose to abide by such settlement as has been 
made of it? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; carrying my own responsibility as bearing 
upon my own family. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Exactly. That is to say, in your own case, you under- 
stand that the rule of the church is against polygamous cohabitation, 
do you? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. And the law of the land is against it? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. But you propose to continue to violate the law of the 
land and the rule of the church as a purely personal matter with your- 
self and to take such consequences as may be imposed upon you for it? 

Mr. Smith. Neither the law of the land nor of church can toko away 
obligations and contracts and relieve me of them as made between me 
and my God. , 

Mr. Tatlbb. Precisely. And that is the interpretation that you 
and the apostles put upon those relations? 
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Mr. Smith. So far as all of those obligations coming up to the date 

of the manifesto, formed previously 

Mr. Tatleb. And formed previously t 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. That the relation that you contracted, and others like 
you, prior to the manifesto, to your several wives, was a relation 
which you contracted with the approval of God? 

Mr. Smith. That is it 

Mr* Tatleb. And that no law of the land can dissolve that! 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb* Or interfere with that? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. You recall — you must have known at the time, I 
assume, since you were elected an apostle in 1880 — the decision of tne 
Supreme Court in the Reynolds case. Of course you knew of the Rey- 
nolds case, did you not! 

Mr* Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. You were in this country some time after 1881, before 
you went on your mission ? 
Mr. Smith. I was in this country in 1881. 

Mr. Tatleb. You were elected to the legislature of Utah, I think, 
in 1881? 
Mr. Smith. I think so. 

Mr. Tatleb. The year previous to that you had been elected an 
apostle? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. And you were, I think you said, familiar with the Rey- 
nolds case? 

Mr. Smith. I was not familiar with it That would be stating an 
untruth. 

Mr. Tatleb. I do not mean with its details, but you knew, did you 
not, that that was the first great case in which the question was raised 
as to the right of the General Government to interfere in any way with 
the religious rights of the Mormon Church? 

Mr. Smith. I think that was the first case. 

Mr. Tatleb. You remember that in 1882, or subsequent to the 
decision of the Reynolds case, as we all know, what is called the 
Edmunds Act was passed ? •' < 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. That imposed more serious penalties? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. And provided the machinery for the execution of the 
law, and also forbade polygamous cohabitation, which the previous 
law, I believe, had not touched. That is correct, is it not? 

Mr. Smith. I believe that is the case. 

Mr. Tatleb. 1 do not want to lead you into 

Mr. Smith. There are two laws, and I am a little mixed. One was 
the Edmunds-Tucker law; the other was the Edmunds law. 

Mr. Tatleb. I merely put it in here so that we may understand 
what we are talking about The Edmunds Act, passed in 1882, provided 
certain penalties, and the Edmunds-Tucker law was passed in 1887. In 
so far as it related to the subject of polygamy and polygamous cohabi- 
tation I think it is fair to say that it merely contained a little more 
effective machinery for enforcing the law. 
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Now, the Reynolds cade, however, was prosecuted not under the 
Edmunds Act at all, as you doubtless know, but under the old act of 
1862, which is very short, and I will read the provision that the court 
had before it. 

Section 6852 of the Revised Statutes, passed, 1 am sure, in 1862, 
although it is not so stated here, reads as follows : 

"Every person having a husband or wife living, who marries another, 
whether married or single, in a Territory or other place over which 
the United States have exclusive jurisdiction, is guilty of bigamy and 
shall be punished by a fine of not more than $500 and by imprisonment 
for a term of not more than five years." 

That was the law enacted in 1862. and between the time that that 
law was enacted and at least until the time the Supreme Court ren- 
dered the decision in the Reynolds case you and ail others like you 
believed that in so far as it interf erred with the religious propriety of 
a Mormon taking a second or other wife it was in violation of the 
Constitution of the United States ? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You sincerely believed that it was an infraction of the 
Constitution to interfere thus with your religious belief? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler* Now; you doubt lessremember that in the Reynolds 
ease the Supreme Court overthrew that contention, did it not? 
Mr. Smith. As affecting the question of bigamy? 
Mr. Tayler. As affecting the question of polygamy, yes. 
Mr. Worthington. He said as affecting* the question of bigamy, 
Mr. Tayler. Oh, as affecting the question of bigamy? 
Mr. Worthington. A very different thing. 

Mr. Smith. Our 

Mr. Tayler. Goon. 

Mr. Smith. I thought you were going to ask another question. 
Mr. Worthington. The act of 1862 applied to bigamy only, not to 
polygamy. 

Mr. Tayler. You discover a distinction there that my mind is too 
weary this morning to perceive. 

Mr. Wqrthington. It is quite a distinction. 

Mr. Smith. Our contention in regard to that was that bigamy and 
polygamy were two different offenses in every wav; that the essence of 
bicramv was that a man deceived two women, he deceived his wife and 
another, the woman that he married. In our case a man married a 
second wife with the consent of his wife, and that on that ground the 
statute did not affect our case. 

Mr. Tayler. U ndoubtedly, prior to 1878 ; I agree with you that was 
your contention, but the Supreme Court did not hold in such way. 

Mr. Smith. No, sir; I do not think it did. 

Mr. Tayler. Did not the Supreme Court hold this way: "A party's 
religious belief can not be accepted as a justification for his committing 
an overt act made criminal by the law of the land?" 

Mr. Smith. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler (reading): 

44 Where, therefore, the prisoner knowing that his wife was living, 
married again in Utah, and, when indicted and tried therefor, set up 
that the church whereto he belonged enjoined upon its male members 
to practice polygamy, and that he, with the sanction of the recognized 
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authorities of the church, and by a ceremony performed pursuant to 
its doctrines, did marry again—'' 
The court held— 

"That the court properly refused to charge the jury that he was en- 
titled to an acquittal, although they should find that he had contracted 
such second marriage pursuant to, and in conformity with, what he 
believed at the time to be a religious duty." 

That is what you understand to be the purport of the decision in 
the Reynold's case? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Now, as a matter of fact, Mr. Smith, your people did 
not accept that judicial determination of the Supreme Court, did 
they 

Mr. Smith. Not until there were many other contentions 

Mr. Tayler. As settling the question of the right of a man, if his 
church permitted it, to take plural wives— one or more? 

Mr. Smith. There was considerable contention afterwards in regard 
to that matter; just what length I do not remember now. 

Mr. Tayler. And they continued to do that until the manifesto 
declared that the law commanding or enjoining the taking of plural 
wives was suspended. Is that right? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; I think that is correct 

Mr. Tayler. And you did not recognize that there was any control 
over your taking plurd wives until the manifesto was issued. Is that 
right? 

dir. Smith. That is corroct,I guess. 

Mr. Tatler. And prior to the issue of the manifesto you deemed 
it lawful and proper to take plural wives, although you yourself did 
not take any after 1880? 

-Mr. Worthington. What do you mean by "lawful" — lawful 
according to the law of the land, or the law of the church? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes; lawful according to the law of the land. 

Mr. Smith. I should say yea. 1 

Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

Mr. Worthington. You have said that ajay elder of the church 
could perform the marriage ceremony. Is not that confined to Utah? 

Mr. Smith. No: anywhere, I guess, a Mormon elder would have 
that right under the law of the land. 

Mr. Worthington. That matter is regulated in Idaho and Arizona 
and Utah by the laws of those places? 

Mr. Smith. Of course; but he would as a minister. 

Mr. Tayler. His ministerial power exists wherever he may be? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. And if the law of the place authorizes a minis- 
ter to perform the marriage ceremony, then he would be authorized; 
otherwise he would not be? 

Mr. Smith. Yes; provided that a license is issued. He would be 
governed by the license. 

Mr. Worthington. You said to Mr. Tayler that any elder could 
perform the marriage ceremony, was authorized to perform it, unless 
there was some restriction placed upon bim; that McDonald, as a 
priest, would be authorized to perform a marriage ceremony unless 
tber* was some special restriction upon him. X>o you mean that 
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McDonald or anybody else, after the manifesto, was authorized to per- 
form plural marriage ceremonies? 

Mr. Smith. No; not unless he presumed upon it in John Taylor's 
day. 

Mr. Worthington. If he presumed upon it, was the presumption 
well founded? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir; he should not have done it. 

Mr. Worthington. About apostles going to Idaho — I will ask you 
whether Mr. Thatcher was a Democrat* 

Mr. -Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. If he went there and engaged in politics he did 
it as a Democrat? 

Mr. Smith. He would do it as a Democrat. He is a most intense 
one. He is a nice gentleman. 

Senator Dubois. When did he go there ? 

Mr. Smith. I can not tell you anything about that. 

Senator Dubois. Did he ever go there! 

Mr. Smith. I presume he did. He has been at Franklin quite fre- 
quently, as I understand. 
Senator Dubois. Did he ever make a political speech in Idaho! 
Mr. Smith. I presume he did; I do not know. 
Senator Dubois. If he ever did, when did he? 
Mr. Smith. I can not say* 

Senator Dubois. Did he when he was in full fellowship with the 
church? If he did, was it not when he was in controversy with the 
church and had no standing with the church as an apostle ? 

Mr. Smith. I can not answer the question. I do not know. 

Senator Dubois. If he made a political speech was it not when he 
was under the ban of the church? 

Mr. Smith. I do not know whether he was under or out 

Senator Dubois, You do not know whether he ever made a political 
speech?- 

Mr. Smith. Yes; I have been scorched by him myself pretty thor- 
oughly. 

Senator Dubois. I mean in Idaho. 

Mr. Smith. He has a desperate tongue, and when he uses it he skins 
his friends or his enemies. 

Mr. Worthington. Did he scorch you when you were an apostle in 
full fellowship? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. You were scorching each other? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. You said that McDonald was the only one, so 
far as you could recollect, to whom you had given this warning? 
Mr. "Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Was that because you made an exception in his 
case, or is it the only case 

Mr. Smith. It is the only case called to my attention, and I was 
instructed to do it by the man who said McDonald was not authorized 
to do that thing. 

Mr. Worthington. So that you did give the warning in the only 
<jase in which you understood there was a violation of the manifesto 
going on ? • 

Mr. Smith. So far as I remember, yes 
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Mr, Wokthikgton. I want the stenographer to read a question and 
an answer. I want to have a question and an answer read to you4n 
the course of Mr, Taylor's examination just now, and I wish you to 
pay attention to it and see whether you want your answer to stand for 
yourself only or for other apostles," 

The reporter read as follows: 

"Mr. Tayler. * * * And that is the interpretation that you 
and the apostles put upon those relations? 

" Mr. Smith. So far as all of those relations coming up to the date 
of the manifesto, formed previously" — - 

Mr. Worthington. I wish to know whether you speak for what is 
the interpretation of the manifesto by the other apostles, or whether 
you speak only for yourself ? 

Mr. Smith. I can speak only for myself. 

Mr. Worthington. I thought you did not understand the question. 
Something has been said by a prior witness that may throw some light 
upon your redirect examination, and that is about the continuance of 
relations with plural wives, where the plural wives were taken before 
the manifesto. Were you at the Utah constitutional convention! 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; I was its president 

Mr. Worthington. Were you t 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Was there anything that went on there in refer- 
ence to the understanding on the part of the people who participated 
in that convention, Mormons and gentiles, as to what should or should 
not be allowed in respect of people who had married plural wives prior 
to the manifesto continuing their relations? 

Mr. Smith. The Congress passed an enabling act, and in it was a sen- 
tence like this, that polygamous or plural marriages are forever pro- 
hibited, from which occurred some very intense discussion in the con- 
stitutional convention upon the nature of the provision that should be 
put in the constitution, as to how it should be made operative, whether 
those existing family conditions should be proscribed in the constitu- 
tion, or whetSer the question of polygamy should be the sole proposi- 
tion, as the action of Congress might seem to imply. I think the lead- 
ing non-Mormons in the constitutional convention took the ground- 
ana I believe every one of them who is living to4ay would say so— 
that it was not their intent nor their purpose that anything should 
occur to destroy those relations; that men were obligated morally and 
in every way to see that the mothers of their children and their chil- 
dren should be legitimately and properly cared for. That was the 
spirit of the discussion, and the result of it was the passage of the 

Provision as presented by Congress, with a provision that would make 
ae thing operative under the constitution without the necessity of the 
passage of any law, and there it stands to-day. 

Mr. Worthington. That perhaps answers it, but I will ask whether 
there was or was not an understanding among all the members of that 
convention, practically- — 

Mr. Smith. I should say, if anyone was asked, that they would say 
that is the explicit understanding. 

Mr. Worthington. That the men who had married plural wives 
jbefore the manifesto should continue to live out their lives with them. 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. That has led our juries and a class of men to 
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accept the situation, and that is why such men as President Smith 
have not been punished. 

Senator Dubois. Was it not the distinct understanding in the minds 
of all these men whom you quote, in the minds of all of the men who 
were engaged in that early controversy, that you who had plural wives 
should maintain them and their families, and take care of them and 
see that they were properly protected, etc., but that the, polygamous 
living with them should cease! 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. I submitted the question, Senator, I presume 
personally to every non-Mormon member of that convention as to my 
own case. I had taken my family from the State of Utah that I might 
not be under the ban of the law of the United States, and I never 
brought them back there until with that tacit understanding with 
these men. 

Mr. Tapper. You never brought them back until statehood was 
accomplished ? 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. 
The Chairman. Is that all? 
Mr. Tayler. That is all. 
Mr. WoRTHiNGTON. That is all. 

The Chairman. 1 wish to ask a question or two. Several times in 
your answers you have spoken of the adherents of your church, or of 
the church over which you preside, as " my people." 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman, x ou sustain peculiar relations, I suppose, to — - 

Mr. Smith. Senator, I presume that I should not speak of them in 
that wav, for all the American people are my people. 

The Chairman. It is not objectionable. 1 simply wanted to know 
what you meant by it. You meant the Mormon people when you said 
" my people?" That is all you meant by it. You speak of coloniza- 
tion. Have you had your duties particularly in that line? 

Mr. Smith. I am president of what is known as the Mexican Col- 
onization and Agricultural Company, and upon their land a large 
bodv of Mormons or Latter-Day Saints are located, in the States of 
Chihuahua and Sonora, in Old Mexico. 

The Chairman. Under that organization, or through the instru- 
mentality of it, a large body of your people have been located? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; that is, on those lands of that company of which 
I am the president. 

The Chairman. I understand that your responsibility is world-wide ? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And that Joseph Smith is president of the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Litter-Day Saints the world over? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. His jurisdiction is as broad as the earth? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Have you a register, or is there a register, of the 
adherents of the Mormon faith, so that you could tell the committee 
the number, or about the number? 

Mr. Smith. I could not do so. There are, I presume, registers 
kept in the various stakes — what we call stakes — and with consider- 
able effort it might be possible to secure that information, but I have 
it not? 
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The Chairman. There it not a consolidated register! 
'Mi . Smith. Not that I kftow of. 

The Chairman. Some of the adherents of your church come from 
abroad—are foreigners— I suppose? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 
The Chairman. Very largely ! 

Mr. Smith. I presume possibly an examination would show that one- 
third of them to one-half are from— 
The Chairman. Foreign countries? 

Mr. Smith. Foreign countries; largely from England, Scandinavia, 
and Germany. 

The Chairman. Tour people, as a rule, I should judge from what I 
have seen and read of them, are frugal and industrious people? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. We have all kinds, like every other people. 

The Chairman. But generally they do not locate in cities. 

Mr. Smith. They locate in villages as a rule, Senator. 

The Chairman. But it is more in the country, a farming community ? 

Mr. Smith. I should say in explanation of our condition in these 
matters 

The Chairman. I merely want to know the fact, whether they 
locate in or drift to cities. 
Mr. Smith. They go to farms. They are farmers generally. 
The Chairman. They are industrious people as a rule? 
Mr. Smith. Fairly, 

The Chairman. You speak of having a large colony in Idaho. 
About how many, do you think? 

Mr. Smith. I should presume 

The Chairman. Men, women, and children. 

Mr. Smith. I should presume in Idaho there would be one-third of 
the population, nearly; I do not know. I can not say as to that. 

The Chairman. Then you spoke of a colony in Wyoming? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. — 

The Chairman. How large is that? 

Mr. Smith. I should presume that probably a quarter of the people 
of Wyoming; I do not know. 

The Chairman. What other States adjacent to Utah 

Mr. Smith. There are some in Nevada, some in California. 

The Chairman. How many in Nevada, if you can tell? 

Mr. Smith. It would be an absolute guess. Of course, the popula- 
tion of Nevada is very small at best. 

The Chairman. You have visited Nevada? 

Mr. Smith. I have not been in Nevada— across the line in Nevada— 
for a good many years. 
The Chairman. But there is a colony located in Nevada? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; there are some colonies in Nevada. 
The Chairman. In what other States? 

Mr. Smith. There are quite a proportion of Mormon people in Cal- 
ifornia; in the Territory of Arizona; Colorado has considerable; lots 
of them in the State of New York; many of them in the State of Iowa. 
Largely the element in Iowa is not of what is known as the orthodox 
Mormon Church, but the reorganized church. 

The Chairman. That is, a reorganized Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-Day Saints? 
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Mr. Smith. Yes; but we are believers in about the same proposi- 
tions. 

The Chairman. You believe in the same propositions? 
Mr. Smith. Nearly in the same propositions. There are some dif- 
ferences. 

The Chairman. The difference is on the question of polygamy? 

Mr. Smith. I think not to-day. 1 think we are under the same law 
on that subject. Our beliefs may be different 

The Chairman. When you separated was there a difference of 
opinion on that question ? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; they always held a different view. 

The Chairman. They did not hold to the doctrine of polygamy? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

The Chairman. And your church did? 

Mr, Smith. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Now let me ask you this question: You have, then, 
adherents of your church in the States you have mentioned. Are 
there any others? - 

Mr. Smith. They are in every State of the American Union. 

The Chairman. I do not mean that. You know what I mean — 
whether you locate and colonize-: — 

Mr. Smith. We are not colonizing in any State, only as people drift 
there. We formerly colonized in Wyoming, in Utah, and in Idaho 
largely. But the Mormon people drift wherever they please. 

The Chairman. Some foreigners when they come here are adher- 
ents of the church. Do they get any direction from anybody where 
to go? 

Mr. Smith. They settle to please themselves. In former days, when 
there were little chances of employment and all that sort of thing, we 
used to look after them very carefully and place them in a neighbor- 
hood where they could provide for themselves. 

The Chairman. The growth of this organization is in Utah and in 
the States adjoining", and in the Territories, is it not? 

Mr, Smith. WeTiope, Senator, all over the earth. 

The Chairman. That is not my question; I say it is increasing par- 
ticularly in Utah and the States adjacent? 

Mr. Smith. No greater than anywhere else in proportion. 

The Chairman. No greater than in Massachusetts or Vermont? 

Mr. Smith. No greater than any place where we can make converts. 

The Chairman. When was Utah admitted? 

Mr. Smith. It does not come to my mind. 

The Chairman. In 1896? 

Mr. Smith. I think so. 

The Chairman. There was an effort, was there not, for the admis- 
sion of Utah long before that? 

Mr. Smith. There had been several efforts. I do not know how 
many constitutions Utah formed in an effort to get into the Union. 

The Chairman. That is what I asked you, if there had not been sev- 
eral efforts? 

Mr. Smith. I was myself president of the last constitutional con- 
vention which framed the constitution under which Utah was admitted. 

The Chairman. Do you know why Utah was not admitted until 1896 ? 

Mr. Smith. I think Utah was not admitted until the time desig- 
nated under the theory, if I remember aright, that Mr. Hamilton laid 
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down in the Federalist, that a section of country consisting of a large 
body of people of one religious element, having so great an aseendaney 
that other peoples would &> in jeopardy, should never be admitted into 
the Union. I think I remerabfr tbat theory when I was studying law. 

The Chairman. Was not admission withheld, Mr, Smith, to answer 
my question, because your people practiced and believed in polygamy! 

Mr. Smith. Not to my knowedge. I presume that may have been 
the case. * ■ 

The Chairman. You think that was the case? 

Mr. Smith. I think so. 

The Chairman. Otherwise the law of 1862 and the law of 1882 and 
the law of 1887 prohibiting polygamy would not have been passed ? 

Mr. Smith. I think, Senator, mat is the case; that there was auite 
an element in pur State that objected and raised that objection, and the 
country took it up. 

The Chairman. Notwithstanding the laws of 1862, 1882, and 1887, 
and the decisions of the courts against polygamy, I understand you 
are still living in polygamous cohabitation? 

Mr. Smith. 1 am; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You still believe in the doctrine of a plurality of 

Wives?,:,...-. . v ; ::/y.^r .'■ 

Mr. Smith. I expect, Senator, while breath shall remain in this 
body to believe that the principle itself is correct; but I shall obey 
the Jaw of my country. 

The Chairman. I understand that It is apparent that you do. Is 
that one of the tenets of your religious faith? 

Mr. Smith. Yes and no. The doctrine itself was a revelation from 
God. 

The Chairman. That is, the doctrine of polygamy? 

Mr. Smith. Yes; it was stopped in its practice bv a revelation of 
God, or under the inspiration of the Almighty, in other words. 

The Chairman. The doctrine of polygamy, if I remember rightly, 
is not embodied in the Book of Mormon. 

Mr. Smith. The Book of Mormon has but one provision in regard 
to marriage, as I remember, and I can not quote that myself; but there 
is no provision made for polygamy in the Book of Mormon. 

The Chairman. The Book of Mormon corresponds to the Old Testa- 
ment, 1 believe, of our Bible, and the Book of Doctrine and Covenants 
has the doctrine of polgamy in it. 

Mr. Smith. The Doctrine and Covenents as published by the ortho- 
dox church, as we claim. The Doctrine and Covenants published by 
the reorganized church I believe has not There is a great variety of 
doctrines and covenants. 

The Chairman. The one that you use in your church contains the 
doctrine of polygamous marriage; the plurality of wives? 

Mr. Smth. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And that is not in the Book of Mormon? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir; the Book of Mo Jmon is another thing entirety. 

The Chairman. I understood you to say that one of your .wives is 
living in Colorado. 

Mr. Smith. One of my wives lived in Colorado for ten years. She 
lives in Salt Lake City. 

The Chairman. Now? 

Mr. Smith. Now; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Taylbb. You referred to the manifesto a moment ago, to the 
inspiration or revelation- — 
Sir. Smith* Yes* 

Mr. Taylbb. Involved in that manifesto? That was a declaration 
by the head of the church- 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. Tatlbb. That the law commanding polygamy was thenceforth 
suspended? 
Mr, Smith. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Taylbr. That is all it amounted to? 

Mr. Smith. It would take another revelation to put it into operation. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Exactly. So that another revelation, coming under 
conditions similar to those which surrounded Wilford Woodruff at 
that time, would put into force again the law that he there referred to? 

Mr. Smith. Provided the people would receive it when submitted to 
them. 

Mr. Tatlbb. That is to say, the head of the church does not receive 
revelations? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; he receives revelations; but the revelations 
must be accepted by his church by vote. 

Mr. Taylbr, So that what the Almighty orders depends on whether 
the people who are ordered want to do it or not? 

Air. Smith. Yes, sir; there is no force on the Mormon people. 

Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

Mr. Wobthington. That is all. 

TESTIMONY OF ISAAC BIRDSALL. 

Isaac Birdsall, being duly sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows: 

Mr. Taylbr. Mr. Birdsall, where do you live? 
Mr. Birdsall. I live about 3 miles from Elsinore, Sevier County, 
Utah. 

Mr. Taylbb. How old are you? 

Mr. Birdsall. I was 65 last March. 

Mr. Taylbb. How long have you lived in Utah? 

Mr. Birdsall. Since 1881. 

Mr. Taylbr. Where did you live before you went to Utah? 
Mr. Birdsall. In Nebraska. 

Mr. Taylbr. Were you a Mormon before you went to Utah? 

Mr. Birdsall. I was not. 

Mr. Taylbr, Did you become a Mormon there? 

Mr. Birdsall. I did. 

Mr. Taylbb. When did you become a Mormon? 
Mr. Birdsall. About 1883. 

Mr. Taylbr. Shortly after you went there you became a Mormon? 
Mr. Birdsall. Yes, sir; about two years. 
Mr. Taylbb. Who is Cora Birdsall? 
Mr. Birdsall. My daughter. 
Mr. Taylbb. How old is she? 

Mr. Bibdsall. I do not know that I can tell exactly, between 88 
and 34, somewhere along there. 

Mr. Taylbr. After you had gone to Utah, did your daughter under- 
take to acquire title to a piece of land out there? 

S. Doc. 486, 69-1, vol 2 21 
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Mr. Birdsall. She did. 

Mr. Tatlxb. And so far as you understand she did acquire title 
toitf 

Mr. Birdsall. She did. 

Mr. Tatlxb. Did she get a deed for it! 

Mr. Birdsall. She did. # 

Mr. Tatlxr. Did she get a deed from the Government or from some 
private individual? 
Mr. Birdsall. From the Government of the United States. 
Mr. Tatlxr, You understand that she proved up, so to describe it! 
Mr. Bhidsall. I have seen the deed. •> 
Mr. Tatlxb. How much was there in the tract! 
Mr. Birdsall. A hundred and sixty acres, or a quarter-section. 
Mr. Tatlxb. Is that where you live nowf 

Mr. Birdsall. That is where we live now, not on that quarter. We 
Are residing upon another 40, belonging to my wife. 

Mr. Tatlxb. Now, three or four years ago a claim was made by a 
man named Leavitt that he was entitled to a part of this property 
which your daughter proved up. 

Mr. Birdsall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlxb. How much did he claim to ownt 

Mr. Birdsall. Well — - , 

Mr. Tatlxb. Never mind going into details. 

Mr. Birdsall. He claimed the piece on the opposite side of the river; 
the land that came on the opposite of the river, which would perhaps 
be-*of course I never had it surveyed — somewhere about 60 acres. 

Mr. Tatlxb. This man Leavitt claimed that in some way he was 
entitled to that land. 

Mr. Birdsall. Yes. 

The Chairman. Was the 00 acres a part of — - 
Mr. Tatlxb. Part of the 160 acres which the witness's daughter had 
proved up. 
Mr. Birdsall. That is, in her entry. 

Mr. Tatlxb. There was no claim made that there was any defect in 
her entry, but that by some arrangement with her he was entitled to it ? 

Mr. Birdsall. No; he claimedit by way of a former arrangement 

Mr. Tatlxb. Was the question of what right he had in that land as 
against your daughter ever tried anywhere, in any court? 

Mr. Birdsall. It was tried before the bishop's court at Monroe, and 
then appealed and tried before the high council at Richfield. It was 
then appealed again in an endeavor to take it before the first presi- 
dency; but in that, I suppose. I may say we failed, and they simply 

Mr. Tatlxb. Refused to do anything. Is that it! 

Mr. Birdsall. Yes. 

Mr. Tatlxr. We will refer to that later on. How was this pro- 
eeeding against your daughter commenced in the bishop's court f now 
did vou first know about it? Tell us what happened. 

Mr. Birdsall. We were notified by them; that is, a notice was 
brought and read to us. 

Mr. Tatlxr. Read to you? 

Mr. Birdsall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlxb. To what effect! 

Mr. Birdsall. The first notice we received was— not this notice we 
were tried upon 
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Mr. Tayleb. 1 understand. 

Mr. Bibdsall. The first notice we received was that we were charged 
with conspiracy. 

Mr. Tayleb. You were joined with your daughter? * 

Mr, Bihd8all. That I and her joined in a conspiracy to defraud Mr. 
Leavitt. That was the charge made and read to us. 

Mr. Tayleb. To defraud him of what? 

Mr. Bibdsall* Of this land. 

Mr. Tatlkb. At this time your daughter had the deed for it! 
Mr. Bibdsall. She had the title. 
Mr. Tayleb. Who gave you this? 

Mr. Bibdsall. It wis first brought by the bishop of Monroe. Then 
one of the teachers read it That was Mr. Gay, He read it to us, and 
my understanding right then— it was on Sunday — was that he left from 
there to go to Monroe to deliver, probably—that was my understand- 
ing—to deliver this. 

Mr. Tayleb. What did you do about that? Did you obey it! 

Mr. Bibdsall. We went there eventually. 

The Chairman. Went where? 

Mr. Bibdsall. To Monroe, at the trial. 

The Chairman. Before whom? 

Mr, Bibdsall. Before the, bishop's court That is, Orson Magleby 
was the bishop. 

Mr. Tayleb. I thought you were still on the first notice. Did you 
receive a first notice, which was not the notice on which the trial was 
based? 

Mr. Bibdsall. We received the former notice from Joseph and 
refused to accept or even read it 
Mr. Tayleb. You refused to accept or read it? 
Mr. Bibdsall. Or her either. 

Mr. Tayleb. Was Joseph the ward in which you lived? 
Mr. Bibdsall. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. And you refused to recognize a notice that came 
requiring you to appear before a bishop's court in a ward in which 
you did not live? 

Mr. Bibdsall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. That was the notice that charged you and your daugh- 
ter with conspiracy ? 
Mr. Bibdsall. It was. 

Mr. Tayleb. Conspiring to defraud Leavitt of this piece of land, is 
that right? 
iMr. Bibdsall. That is it 

Mr. Tayleb. To that notice you paid no attention. 
Mr. Bibdsall. We.paid no attention whatever. 
Mr. Tayleb. Then later, on a Sunday 

Mr. Wobthington. I submit that the witness be allowed to state the 
facts. 

Mr, Tayleb. I am only undertaking to state what he has already 
said. , 

Mr. Wobthington. I submit that if he has said it, it is unnecessary 
for counsel to repeat it. 

The Chairman. Mr. Tayler will not lead the witness. 

Mr. Tayleb, I am not undertaking to lead the witness. I am merely 
repeating what he has already said. 
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Mr. Worthtngton. If he has already ztdd it, it is* unnecessary to 
repeat it 

Mr. Tatler. Then, later, on a Sunday, you received another 
notice 

Mr. Worthington. I object to that form of question. Let the wit- 
ness be asked what he received and when he received it, instead of 
counsel giving a history of the matter and have the witness say 44 Yes," 
as he goes along. 

Mr. Tatlbr. That is what I understood he said. If he did not say 
so, the record will show that fact. 

The Chairman. It is not a matter of very great concern that Mr. 
Tayler says it was on a Sunday. 

Mr. Tatl.br. I am not undertaking to lead him at all, except over 
the ground over which he has gone. I supposed he was speaking of 
the first order, to which he paid no attention, and I discovered later 
that he was proceeding to the particular point I am undertaking to 
prove. 

The Chairman (to the witness). Do you understand the question 
now? 

Mr. Tatuer. You stated a while ago that you had received some 
notice on a Sunday. 
Mr. Birdsall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Was that the notice which you obeyed and in response 
to which you appeared before the bishop's court? 
Mr. Birds all. It was. 

Mr. Tatuer. That was in the ward in which you lived— Monroe 
Ward! 

Mr. Birdsall. This is the second notice. 
Mr. Tayler. The second notice! 

Mr. Birdsall. Yes, sir. It was brought by the same parties who 
brought the first, only that it was read the second time 

Mr. Tatler. Who was it that brought it? 

Mr. Birdsall. Adelbert Gay and John Ross. 

Senator Pettub. Who are the people who brought the notice! 

Mr. Tayler. I was going to ask him, Senator. [To the witness.] 
Who were these men who brought the notice— not their names, but 
what was their position? 

Mr. Birdsall. Position in the church! 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Birdsall. I believe they were first and second counselors to 
the bishop of the district. 

Mr. Tatler. There is a president of the stake, and then under him 
are the several bishops of the wards, and each bishop of award has 
two counselors? 

Mr. Birdsall. Yes. 

Mr. Tatlbr. And you think these two men were the two counselors 
to the bishop of your ward? 

Mr. Birdsall. If I remember rightly, they stated that to be the fact. 
They came in that capacity. 

Mr. Tatlbr. That summons you and your daughter obeyed? 

Mr. Birdsall. We did. 

Mr. Tatlbr. What consent in form otherwise than by going to the 
court at the time and place appointed did you or your daughter give 
to the trial of that controversy. 
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Mr. Birdsall. None at all. I shoul^ say we went with reluctance 
on my part, because I did not think it would be of any use. I did not 
think we would get justice. 

Mr. Tayleb. Why did you not refuse to go at all? 

Mr. Bibdsaix. So far as I was concerned I would have refused, but* 
of course, my daughter wished to go. 

Mr. Tatleb. Why did she wish to got 

Mr. Bibdsallu To keep from being cut off the church. 

The Chairman. She was a member of the church at that timet 

Mr. Bibdsaix. She was and I was. 

The Chairman. You were, too? 

Mr. Bibdsaix. Yes. 

Mr. Tayleb. Is she now a member of the churcht 

Mr. Bibdsaix. That is a difficult question for me to answer. She 
has been rebaptized. 

Mr. Tatleb. Mr. Birdsall, you went with your daughter to Mon- 
roe. How far is Monroe from where you live? 

Mr. Birdsall. About 4 miles. 

Mr. Tayleb. And on that day, when you and your daughter 
appeared, who were present? 

Mr. Bibdsall. The bishop, Orson Magleby, and Joseph Smith and 
Samuel Goold, his first and second counselors. 

Mr. Tayleb, Who else was there ? 

. Mr. Birdsall. I do not think there was anyone else, but Mr. Lea- 
vitt and his wife, and his brother, Charles Leavitt. 

Mr. Tayleb. Was there a clerk there ? 

Mr. Bibdsaix. William A. Warnock, the clerk. 

Mr. Tayleb. What happened when you went there, Mr, Birdsall? 

Mr. Bibdsaix. They called upon Mr. Leavitt to make a statement, 
and each one upon that side of the question, and after that called upon 
me, and then my wife, and then my daughter. 

Mr. Tayleb. I want to show you a paper, Mr. Birdsall, and ask you 
where you got it, and how you came to get it. 

Mr. Bibdsall (examining paper). I got it from the secretary of the 
bishop's court, Mr. Warnock. 

Mr. Tayleb. How did you come to get it? 

Mr. Bibdsall. I requested it. 

Mr. Tayleb. What did you request of Mr. Warnock, the clerk of 
the bishop's court? 

Mr. Bibdsaix. I requested the minutes of the proceedings in the 
trial against me. 

Mr. Tayleb. This is the paper he gave you in response to that 
request? 

Mr. Bibdsaix. That is the paper he wrote while I was sitting there. 
Mr. Tayleb. When was it that you got this from him? 
Mr. Bibdsall. At what date do you mean? 
Mr. Tayleb. About when? 

Mr. Birdsall. It was shortly after the trial, whatever the date on 
the paper is. I made no note of it. 



when the first trial occurred ? 

Mr. Birdsall. About that, I should say, as near as 1 can remember. 

Mr. Tayleb. This was furnished to the witness by the clerk of the 
bishop's court I will read it: 




It was about three years ago 
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"Bisftprt Court, October $9, 1901— tip. m. 

"The case of James E. Leavitt against Isaac Birdsall and Cora Bird- 
sail, his daughter. 

"Bishop Orson Magieby and Councilors Samuel W. Goold and 
Joseph A. Smith present Also both parties and witnesses present 

"Prayer was offered by Samuel W. Goold. 

"Bishop Magieby instructed the parties of the nature of a bishop's 
court, that proper decorum should oe preserved and proper methods 
used to bring out truthful evidence. 

"The following complaint was read by Wm. A. Warnock, ward 
clerk: 

u< Joseph, Sevier Countt, Utah, June 10, 1901, 
Ui To the honorable bishopric of Monroe Ward, Brethren: I hereby 




nish me the deed for about 60 acres of meadow and pasture land that 
I bought of Kent and Frank W. Farnsworth, which was in BirdsalPs 
entry. It is in the S. E. i of Tp. 25, S. R. 4 West, known as the 
Jerico pasture, in the Joseph precinct, for which he has received from 
me $50.00 (fifty dollars) in part payment That he has failed to deed 
me any land and has relinquished his claim to his daughter Cora. 

" '2nd. That Cora proved up on said land and in April, 1896, for- 
bid me the use of my land ana improvements and has appropriated 
the same to her own use, and refuses to deed to me the land that she 
knew belonged to me, that I had fenced and improved and possessed in 
peace from 1883 until 1896. 1 consider that I have been damaged to 
the amount of five hundred dollars ($500) by being deprived of the 
use of said land. I therefore ask for the title to my land and damage. 
I therefore appeal to you in the matter and I ask that your court 
shall judge the matter between us and grant me the just equities of 
the case. 

" 'Bespectfully,your bro., 

" * Jas. E. LEAvm.' 

"James E. Leavitt testified he bought the land in question from 
Kent Farnsworth and his bro. in 1883; was to get the land from Farns- 
worth's Bros. Later Bro. Birdsall entered upon the land. I went to 
the Farnsworth Bros, about it and I agreed with Birdsall to purchase 
the land for $150.00. I paid him two cows valued at $50.00. In the 
fall of '93 I tried to get money at the bank, but could not It was 
the year of the panic. Bro. Birdsall relinquished the land in favor of 
his daughter in the year 1896. Three years ago she told me to leave all 
improvements and not put any cattle on the find. 

" Wm. Parker, witness for Jas. E* Leavitt, testified: 

" * In '86 Mr. Leavitt had use of the pasture. F. Farnsworth was 
there also. Fence was put up at that time. Farming land was not 
fenced at that time. I saw the land fenced; done some of it The land 
was fenced and used by James E. Leavitt, unmolested. Mr. Leavitt 
left for Arizona. I used the pasture, which is the land in question.' 

"Cfiarles Leavitt, witness for Jas. E. Leavitt, stated: 'During the 
summer of 1892 I had the use of the land in question. While I was on 
the land Mr. Birdsall came to me and said he needed $100 to pay in 
proving up the land. 1 was not molested or objected to while I was 
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on the laiwl by Mr. Birdsall. I have known of my brother using and 
claiming the land for the past 18 years. I helped my brother drive 9 
cows over to Mr. Birdsalrs. They were turned over to him on pay- 
ment of the land.' 
"Mrs. James E. Leavitt said: 

'** I remember very distinctly the two cows beingtaken over to Mr, 
Birdsall, as one of them was given me by my father.' 

" Mr. James Leavitt. * I traded for one of the cows back for a set 
of harness to Mr, Birdsall. The other cow I remember Mr. Birdsall 
either sold for beef or beefed it for himself. My agreement with 
Birdsall was in 1888. 1 made a 8-wire fence, posts one rod apart, with 
pole on top. Cora called me out of the meetinghouse at one time. 
We went to one side and she said to me: "I may be a little long about 
the matter, but I will make it all right." The land has cost me a great 
deal — including the improvements, about $800.00.' 

"Isaac Birdsall acknowledged the receiving of only one cow and it 
was given upon the rent of the land and not in payment of the land; 
denied ever having agreed definitely to let Mr. Leavitt have the land, 
but acknowledged the land, in dispute was 65 acres in place of 60 acres. 

"Cora Birdsall denied ever getting anything from Mr. Leavitt on 
payment of land, but only on rent of land; denied ever having the 
conversation with Mr. Leavitt as stated by him or at any time agreed 
to let him have the land. Showed a paper on which Mr. Leavitt 
acknowledged payment for rent of land. 

" Mr. Leavitt acknowledged to the paper; but stated it was given 
with the understanding to protect Cora's rights in the land office. 

" Wm. A. Warnook, Clerk" 

Senator Pettus. What is the signature? 
Mr. Tayler. It is signed " Wm. A. Warnock, clerk." 
Senator Pettus. Of whom does he say he purchased! 
Mr. Worthington. From them. 

Mr. Tayler. He claims he made the arrangement with Isaac Bird- 
sail, but not "that he has failed to deed me my land and has relin- 
quished his claim to his daughter Cora." [To the witness:] I hand 
you another paper and ask you where you got it. 

Mr. Birdsall (examining paper). That came through the mails to 
my daughter. 

Mr. Tayler. I will offer in evidence this paper, which reads as 
follows: 

"Bishop's office of Monroe Ward, Sevier Stake. 

"Monroe, Sevier Co., Utah, Nov. 1, 1901. 
"Sister Cora Birdsall: 

"Bishop's court, held to decide in the case of James E. Leavitt 
against Isaac Birdsall and Cora Birdsall, his daughter, as presented at 
the Bishop's court held Oct. 18, 1901. 

"After duly considering the matter as presented by both parties, 
our decision is — 

"That Cora Birdsall shall deed unto James E. Leavitt the northwest 
forty (40) acres of the SE. i of sec. 1, Tp. 25 S., R. 4 W., of Salt Lake 
meridian, and that James E. Leavitt pay to Cora Birdsall the sum of 
one hundred dollars upon receipt of saia deed. 
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" Yob are hereby required to oomply with this decision in writing, 
or on appeal taken to the High Council on or before ibe 15 day of 
November, 1901. 

" Orson Maglkbt. 

"Samuel W. Goold, 
" Joseph A. 8mm " 

Now, Mr. Bird sail, your daughter was living with yout 

Mr. Bibdsall. She was when I left home. 

Mr. Tatlbb, I mean at this time. 

Mr. Bibdsall. She has been for about two months. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Is she living at your house now? 

Mr. Bibdsall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tattler. Do you remember if she received about this time a 
letter from the first presidency respecting this case? 

Mr. Bibdsall. I do; that is, in answer to one that was written by 
her. 

Mr. Tatlsb. Exactly. Look at this [handing witness letter] and 
tell me if that is the letter which about that time was received from 
the first presidency of the church? 

Mr. Bibdsall (examining letter). Yes, sir; we received it in answer 
to a letter we had written. Well, I wrote it for her, perhaps, at her 

Mr. Tatlbb. That is the letter to which this is an answer! 
Mr. Bibdsall. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tatlbb. I will read it: 

"Office Of the first presidency of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter 

Day Saints. P. O. box B. 

"Salt Lake Cut, Utah, Nov. II, 1901. 
"Miss Cora Bibdsall, Monro*. 

"Dbab Sistbb: This is in answer to yours of the 10th inst., in 
which you express a desire to appeal your case direct to us from the 
bishop's court or go to law. 

" In answer we would say that in all such matters all members of the 
church are expected to follow the order of the church governing them, 
and that order provides that an appeal may be taken from the bishop's 
court to the high council and from the high council to the first 
presidency. 

"We would advise you to follow the order provided of the Lord to 
govern in your case. 

"Your brethren, "Jos. F. Smith, 

"John B. Winder, 
"Anthon H. Lund, 

" First Presidency." 

Now, Mr. Birdsall, was the case then appealed to the high council? 

Mr. Bibdsall. It was. 

Mr. Tatlbb. That is the next court? 

Mr. Bibdsall. That is the next court. 

Mr. Tatlbb. The high council of Sevier stake? Is that right? 

Mr. Bibdsall. Sevier stake. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Your ward being one of the wards in Sevier stake? 
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Mr, Birdsall. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Tati.be. And who is the president of Sevier stake f 
Mr. Birdsall. William H. Seegmiller. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Your daughter did not obey this order to make a deed 
at once! 
Mr. Birds all, She did not 
Mr. Tatlbb. And later an appeal was taken t 
Mr. Birdsall. It was, to the nigh council. 

Mr. Tatlbb. And did you write a letter, or your daughter with 
your knowledge, to the president of Sevier stake, Mr. Seegmiller? 
Mr. Birdsall. We did. 

Mr. Tatlbb. I want to know if you have a copy of the letter you 
wrote f 

Mr. Birdsall. To the president of the stake? 
Mr. Tatlbb. Yes. 

Mr. Birdsall. That letter was written by my wife. 
Mr. Tatler. In your presence? 

Mr. Birdsall. I was present and read it. She handed it to me to 
read. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Is this (handing witness a letter) the answer to it? 
Mr. Birdsall (after examining letter). It is. 
Mr. Tatlbr. I will read it. . 

"Offiob of Sbvibr Stakb Presidbnot, 

"Richfield, Utah, 6 Sept., im. 

"Miss Cora Birdsall, Joseph. 
" Dear Sister: Yours of 4th ult. received. 

44 1 am sorry you have failed on meeting me as per instructions 
received from President Jos. F. Smith at our last conference. I am 
quite busy, but I can be found at home most of the time. I suppose 
you want to get matters adjusted relative to the land dispute between 
James Leavitt and yourself. 

"According to the ruling of President Jos. Smith. James Leavitt 
has a right to have a hearing before our church tribunals where a 
church member is concerned with him, providing he will agree to abide 
the decision rendered. I understand to this he is willing to agree. 

4 4 The Monroe bishopric has rendered a decision, in the case brought 
before them against you by James Leavitt. Your only alternative 
now is to comply witn that* decision or inform Bishop S. W. Goold 
that you want to appeal the case to the high council. It will convene 
on 20th Sept. next If you conclude to abide the decision of bps. 
court, that ends the matter; if you want to appeal, you can inform Bp. 
Goold, and he will forward the minutes of trial with complaint and 
decision and you will request a hearing before the high council in a 
letter addressed to Jacob Lauritzen, Richfield, clerk of high council. 
This request should be made within a few days, so the matter can be 
gotten in shape for the council session, 20th Sept. next. 

" Trusting that these directions will enable you to come to such con- 
clusion as will be best It will be well for you to carefully consider 
the bishop's decision in your case before appealing, as the high council 
considers very closely the equities in cases Drought before them. 

" With kind regards, I am your brother, 

"William H. Seegmiller." 
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Mr. Birds all. If you please. I should like to make a correction in 
an answer I made with respect to that letter. It was my daughter 
who wrote it It was my daughter's letter, and it is in answer to hers, 

Mr* Tatlbr. This is the answer to it! 

Mr. Birdsall. Yes, sir; that is the answer to it. 

Mr. Tatlbr. The case was appealed to the high council! 

Mr* Birdsall. Yes. 

Mr. Tatlbr. And there was a trial, was there! 

Mr. Birdsall. There was. 

Mr. Tatlbr. This was held where! 

Mr. Birdsall. In Richfield. 

Mr. Tatlbr. And the high council found the same e* the bishop's 
court! 

Mr. Birdsall. They did. % 

Mr. Tatlbr. And did you call upon Mr. Jacob M. Lauritzen, clerk 
of the high council, for a copy or transcript of the proceedings of that 
council! 

Mr. Birdsall. I did. 

Mr. Tatlbr. And is this [handing the witness a paper] the paper 
that he gave you in answer to that request? 
Mr. Birdsall (after examining paper). That is the paper. 
. Mr. Tatlbr. Jxow I offer in evidence this transcript of the proceed- 
ings of that trial : 

"Transcript of record in the case of James E. Leavitt v. Isaac Birdsall 
and Cora Birdsall, his daughter. Appealed by Cora Birdsall from 
the bishop's court of the Monroe ward of the Sevier stake of Zion 
to the high council of said stake. 

"Names of high councilors sitting in this case: 

"1. O. A. Andelin. 

"2. Andrew Poulsen. 

"3. Hans Christensenu 

"4. Poul Poulsen. 

"6. Thomas Ogden. 

"6. Simon Chnstensen* 

"7. Laurite Lauritzen. 

"8. Peter E. Westman. 

"9. Morten Jensen. 

"10. Joseph H. Thurber. 

"11. Niels P. Petersen. 

"13. Gottlieb Ence. 

"William H. Seeomilleb, 
"Joseph S. Horne, 
"Jambs Christiansen. 

State Presidency* 

"Jacob M. Lauritzbn, 
" Clerk of the High Council. 

"Minute* of a special session of the high council of Sevier stake of 
Zion held at the tabernacle, Richfield, Utah, October 81, 1908, at 

"President William H. Seegmiller presiding. 
"Boll called, showing the high councilors in attendance whose 
names appear upon the preceding page. 
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'* Prayer was offered by Hans Christensen. 

"The case of James E, Leavitt t>. Isaac Birdsall and Cora Birdsall, 
bis daughter, appealed from the bishop's court of the Monroe ward, 
by Cora Birdsall, was called for trial; both parties with their witnesses 
were present, 

"President Seegmiller read the complaint, as also the decision ren- 
dered in the bishop's court, from which the appeal was taken. 

" Upon motion of Simon Christensen it was decided that this be 
considered a difficult case* _ 

" Councilors number 7. 8, 9, and 10 were appointed speakers. 

" The question as to whether or not Isaac Birdsall was a necessary 
party to this case was discussed, and it was finally decided on motion 
of O. A. Andelin to proceed with the case. 

"James E. Leavitt, the accuser, made a statement of what he 
expected to prove, and upon being asked as to whether or not he was 
willing to abide the decision of ttaybigh council, he replied in the 
affirmative. 

" Sister Cora Birdsall made a statement of what she expected to prove 
in this case. 

" Hulda J. Leavitt, witness on the part of the accuser, testified: 

" * Leavitt turned out two cows to apply on the deed. I knew the 
cows. The pasture was fenced and we lived there and used the pasture 
since 1883.' ^ ' 

^Question by Morten Jensen: 4 Did you live on the land or adjoin- 
ing it?— -Answer. We lived near the land.' 

" * Did you know that the land was iri Birdsall's entry and that lie 
was to deed it to Leavitt? — Answer. Yes.' 

" 'Do you know if you had the use of the land after Cora Birdsall 
filed on it? — Answer. I think we did.' ^ 

" * Was Leavitt allowed to move the fence ?— Answer. No.* 

" ' Was he allowed to move a certain ice house on the land? — Answer.. 
He was not.' • 

"Question by Joseph H. Thurber: 'What kind of a house was it 
that Bro. Leavitt was to have moved?— Answer. It was an ice house 
built of logs.' 

" 4 Was there any corrals on the land which Leavitt got from Bird- 
sail?— Answer. I am not sure.* 

" Question by Simon Ch ristensen: * Did you ever hear a conversation 
between Leavitt and Birdsall about the land?— Answer. I heard them 
talk about the cows.' 

"J. W. Parker, witness on the part of the accuser, testified: 

"'I remember when Leavitt bought the land from Kent Farns- 
worth. Farnsworth went on the land and lived there till the fall of 
1885, In the spring of 1886 I moved on the land and lived there dur- 
ing the summer. Leavitt let me have the use of the land for fencing 
part of it. It Was good pasture land, being part meadow. I had the 
use of the farming land and pasture for sowing lucern and fencing. 
In 1895 Leavitt was using the land. Isaac Birdsall first took the land 
under the timber-culture act The river runs on the east side of the 
land. The corral is on the land next to the road. There is an ice 
house on the land. While Isaac Birdsall had the land entered James 
E. Leavitt was in possession. Leavitt put up on one side 80 rods of 
fence and on the north end 60 rods and an additional 60 rods. The 
fence consisted of three wires and one pole* Leavitt used the land for 
pasture— cut no hay.' 



fcno smoov* 



"Question by Morten Jensen. 'Yon understood that the land was 
in the Birdsall entry ?— - Answer. Yea; Cora set out some trees about 
three years ago and she told me she expected to do what was right 
about the land. Isaac Birdsall had permitted his entry to lapse and 
his daughter Cora had entered the land at that time. By agreement 
the river was on the line and the land on the west was Leavitt's and 
that on the east was Birdsall's. When cattle belonging to either party 
got across the line they would be driven back. ' 

"Question by Joe. H. Thurber. 'Were the cattle turned out by 
Leavitt to pay for the use of the land or to apply on the deed?— 
Answer. I understood that the cattle were to apply on the deed.' 

"Question. 4 What would the fence be worth put up, Leavitt? — 
Answer. About 40 cents per rod. The ice house and part of the cor- 
ral was on the land in dispute. The corral and ice house were put up 
by Leavitt 9 • , 

"Charles A. L»Avrrr, witness on the part of the accuser, testified: 
" 4 1 have been personally acquainted with this land for fourteen years. 
James E. Leavitt had the use of the land. Birdsall and Leavitt kept 
cattle each on his own land. In 1892 I rented the pasture and used it 
Birdsall never questioned my right Leavitt was away from home 
and Birdsall asked me when he would return, as he (Birdsall) needed 
money to prove up. Leavitt wrote me to raise the money at the bank, 
and I reported to Birdsall. I helped my brother drive two cows to 
Birdsall and deliver them to him, and my brother told me he was 
taming them out on a deed to the land. One cow returned and 
Leavitt traded a harness to Birdsall for the cow. 
M* I never knew about any dispute regarding the land till Cora Bird- 



forbid him taking the ice house a nd the corral off the land.' 

"Question by Morten JensenT 'When were the cows delivered to 
Birdsall?— Answer. Eleven or twelve years ago. In 1892 Birdsall came 
and asked me for money to prove up.' 

"Question by P. E. Westman. 'Were the cows turned out in pay- 
ment of the land or as rent for the use of the land?— Answer. I don't 
know. I understood that it was in payment of the land. The land in 
dispute was claimed at first by Frank and Kent Jams worth, who sold 
it to James E. Leavitt Birdsall got possession of the land by filing 
on it' 

"Question by O. A. Andelin. 'Why did your brother desire to 
remove the improvements from the land?— Answer. I don't know. 
Did he ever remove the fence? — Answer. No.' 

"At this time the council took a recess until 8 p. m. 

"At 8 p. m. the council reconvened, and Mary Birdsall, witness on 
the part of the accused, testified as follows: 

"*When we came to Utah we were not Mormons. We came in 
1881. We did not know it was the custom for one person to take up 
land for another. We wrote to the land office in 1881 or 1882 and found 
that the land was vacant We took the land under the timber-culture 
act Leavitt never made any arrangements with Isaac Birdsall for the 
land. Isaac Birdsall needed money to prove up ? and he offered to 

fve Leavitt some land for the amount heeded, which was about $225. 
remember of one cow being found on the premises, but it was 
returned. The harness was given in payment of pasturage. 
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" 'Leavitt was notified by Birdsall not to pat any improvements on 
the land. I don't think the corral is on the ground. The only offer 
that was ever made was to give land for money to prove up. 

"'My husband's time to make proof expired without proof being 
made. Cora Birdsall paid Leavitt for the fence on the north side of 
the land. She then told Leavitt to take his other improvements off the 
land. The fence on the east side was put up while Birdsall was away 
and without his knowledge, Leavitt aid not occupy the land, as it was 
used by other people just the same as by him. 

" ' Other people who had occupied the land as squatters were intim- 
idated and Birdsall was hot inclined to be very strict about the use of 
the land. Isaac Birdsall first entered the land under the timber-culture 
act ten Tears ago, but the trees would not grow, and he then entered 
the land under the preemption act, but never made proof under either 
act. Leavitt and another party came to see about getting the land, 
but my husband told me tnat he never made any arrangement with • 
them. 

"Question. Ms it not a fact that Leavitt had exclusive control of 
the land on the west side of the river? — Answer. Not with our con- 
sent. Leavitt's brother talked with Birdsall about furnishing money 
to prove up and Birdsall agreed to accept the money and deed him the 
land, but Leavitt never furnished any money.' 

" Question. ' Did Leavitt's horses ever come over on the east side of 
the river?— Answer. Yes; and other animals.' 

" Question. 'Did you not tell him to keep them on the west side? — 
Answer. We told him to keep them off the trees.' 

"Question by Simon Christensen. 'How much did Cora Birdsall 
pay for the fence? — Answer. Fifteen dollars.' 

"Question. 'Is it not possible that your husband might have made 
an agreement with Leavitt that you have not heard of? — Answer. He 
told me he had not.' 

"Question by Foul Poulsen. t When did you learn that? Did your 
husband tell Leavitt when he needed the money? — Answer. Yes; he 
told him the time was short.' 

"Question. ' Do you know how many acres of land Leavitt wanted? — 
Answer. They did not settle on any thing, because Leavitt did not have 
the money. Cora Birdsall filed on the land, I think, in 1893.' 

"Question. 'When did Birdsall send the note to Leavitt to not put 
improvements on the land? — Answer. In 1883.' 

"Question. 'Were improvements placed on the land after that? — 
Answer. Yes; a fence was put up by Leavitt to keep the cattle from 
the trees.' 

"Question by Jos. S. Home. 'If the land was public pasture did 
anyone ever pay for the use of the land except Leavitt? — Answer 
One man offered to do so.' 

"Question* Who was that man?— Answer. Mr. Barney. But we 
did not claim anything. ' 

' ' Question by Andrew Poulsen . fc How much was the harness worth f — 
Answer. About $25.00.' 

" Question by Simon Christensen. 'What land was Leavitt to have 
for furnishing the money to prove up?— Answer. The land on the west 
side of the river.' 

"Question by Hans Christensen. 'What kind of land is it!— 
Answer. Good land.' 
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"Question. ( And yonoidyohftmdoDeeetof harness for the tiB6 of 
Hi — Answer. We never considered he had the use of the land. ' 

" Question. 4 Why did too fence along the river and not around all 
the land?-— Answer. We fast fenced what we were cultivating.' 

"Question. * Is it not a fact that Leavitt had the use of the land for 
twelve years ?-— Answer. I don't know that he had possession of the 
kndatall.' 

- " Question. * He was not ordered off, nor were his cattle stray* 
pounded on the west side of the river f —Answer. I can't call to mind 
Sat they were.' 

"Question by William H. Seegmiller. 4 Were you present when 
Leavitt came over to see about furnishing money to prove up the 
land!— Answer. Yes; I was in the house when Birdsalf went to see 
about the money* He wanted me to go with him to see what was said. 
He might have had an understanding with Leavitt and I not know it' 

"Question by Jas. Christiansen. 'How much money would it take 
to prove up on the land? — Answer. About 1125.00.' 

"Question. * Did Leavitt agree, to furnish this?— Answer. I so 
understood.' 

"Question. * And yet the amount of the land he was to have was not 
agreed upon ? Answer. Not that I know of, only that it was to be land 
on the west side of the n ver. We settled on land near Monroe and also 
at Salt Lake City, and moved off because others claimed it, while we 
might have filed on it 1 

"Elsie Tatxob, witness on the part of the accused, testified as fol- 
lows: 4 When we came to the place it was used for pasture by people 
all around there— used as. a common herd ground. We did not know 
that anyone claimed it I left home in 1890, and *>ihce then I know 
nothing about it I don't know Leavitt. I know my father entered 
the land under the timber-culture act He settled on the land in 1881 
or '2.' 

"Question by Jos. S. Home. * Have you overheard anything about 
Leavitt having any claim on this land?— Answer. No, sir.' 

"The witnesses on both sides having testified, the speakers appointed 
proceeded to make their arguments in the case. 

"When the speakers had concluded, James E. Leavitt was asked if 
he had anything further to say and, in response, made the following 
statement; 

" 4 I bought Kent Farns worth's half interest in the south forty for 
$200.00 in 1888. A short time after I got notice from Birdsalf that 
he claimed the land. I talked with Birdsall, and we decided on the 
east bank of the river for a line. Birdsall was to get forty acres in 
the Butler entry for eighty acres on the west side of the river. After 
this, Butler bought ten acres of "the forty he was to deed to Birdsall 
from Birdsall. Butler and Birdsall had a falling out and Birdsall 
came to me and stated that he did not want the Butler forty, but if I 
would give him $150.00 I could have the land across the river on the 
west side. We agreed that the fence should be on the west side of 
the liver. 

44 4 1 put up 160 rods of fence, three wires, and a pole. After the 
line was decided on I bought the other forty of Kent Farns worth and 
later bought the other half of the first forty from Frank Farnsworth. 
I fenced on the east side of the river with a pole fence and it was 
partly washed away. I put up a wire fence on the west aide of the 
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river. The fence I sold to Com BirdsaU wei on the north of the land. 
The south fence is about 37 rods long. Robert Boss has en interest 
in it I was away when BirdsaU wanted money to prove up. 1 wrote 
my brother and told him I was under no obligations to furnish money 
only for the deed, but I tried to raise the money any way but could not. 
I offered to file on the land and deed him his if he would relinquish his 
entry, but he would not Later Cora BirdsaU filed on the land. 

" x The money 1 paid to Cora BirdsaU was paid as lease money in order 
not to invalidate her claim against the Government This was done 
by agreement In 1807 I was moving an ice house and she forbid me 
to move any of my property off the land. Some words followed. 
Later, Cora Birdsall came to my place and wanted to know how I felt 
about the land matter, and I (old her that I felt that I had been robbed. 
She asked me to wait awhile. Later she came to my place and staved 
over night and promised that she would do what was right She had 
been counselled in the matter by her bishop. She said she was sorry 
she could not take counsel from her folks. When she got her patent 
she wanted me to come over and talk with her folks about the matter. 
A short time later I went over and she treated me with contempt, and 
has done so ever since. 1 told her I intended to press this matter in 
the church courts. She got her patent about four years ago. 9 

44 Cora Bibdsaix, upon being asked if she had anything further to 
say. made the following statement; 

44 4 1 can't say anything about mv father's affairs* I don't know any- 
thing about Brother Parker said I said 44 1 was willing to do what was 
right about the land,"*which is not right The fence on the east side of 
the river is 75*or 80 rods long. It does not run clear through. The 
fence on the north I bought from Leavitt I also bought the fence on 
the south from Bro. Ross. I sent Leavitt notice in the fall of 1894 to 
move the fences off the land on the west side of the river. It was not 
so that I made a bargain with Leavitt about the land. When he did 
not remove his improvements, I thought they were mine, and I after- 
wards forbid him taking them. 

44 4 What Leavitt stated about me promising to do what was right 
about the land is all false, I never talked with him about the land. 
I homesteaded the Jand. My expense did not exceed sixty dollars. 
He has talked to me about the land, but I never answered him.' 

"Question by Pres. Seegmiller: 4 You did not recognize Leavitt'a 
right to the land, but to the fence? How can you explain this? You 
don't believe Leavitt had any right to that land?— Answer. No, sir.' 

44 Question by Simon Christensen. 4 If you were placed in Leavitt'a 
place and paid for the land and possessed it, would you feel right if 
you were treated as he is? — Answer. Yes, sir.' 

44 4 What have you heard your father and mother say about this 
land question?— Answer. Nothing whatever.' 

4 4 Question by Hans Christensen. 4 If Leavitt had entered the land 
in place of yourself when your father's time expired and driven your 
fattier off from the other part of the land, would he be doing right? — 
Answer. Yes.' 

"Question by Morten Jensen. 4 Are you willing to do what is right 
about this land? — Answer. Yes.' 

44 4 How old are you? — Answer. Thirty-three.' 

•* Upon due consideration the presidency formulated and rendered 
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the foPowing decision, which was upon motion of Pool Poulsen unani- 
mously sustained by the counoiL 

" Riohfield, Utah, October 1909. 
"In this appeal ease, brought from Bishop Orson Magleby's court, 
in nhich James E. Leavitt is the accuser ana Sister Cora Birdsall is 
tbft accused, 

u Sister Cora Birdsall appeals from the decision of Bishop Orson 
Magleby's court 

"On this case we render the following decision: 

"We sustain the decision of Bishop Magleby's court viz., That 
Cora Birdsall shall deed unto James E. Leavitt the northwest forty 
(40) acres of the southeast quarter of section one (1) in township 
twenty-five (25) south, of range four (4) west of the Salt Lake merid- 
ian, and that James E. Leavitt pay to Cora Birdsall the sum of one 
hundred dollars upon receipt of said deed. And we require Sister 
Cora Birdsall either to comply with this decision or appeal to the first 
presidency of our church before the 10th day of November next 

44 William H. Sebgmilleb, 

"J bS. S. HoRNE, 

44 J as. Cbbistzansek, 

" Sevier Stake Presidency. 

Mr. Tatleb. There seems to have been no question asked Cora 
Birdsall as to whether she was willing to abide. Mr. BirdsaU, did 
you or your daughter later receive a notice from the high council in 
reference to this finding! 

Mr. Birdsall. We did. 

Mr. Tatleb. See if that is the next letter that you received [hand- 
ing witness a paper]! 
Mr. Birdsall (after examining letter). That is it 
Mr* Taylor. I offer that letter in evidence, and will read it 
Mr. Tayler read the letter referred to, as follows: 

Office of Stake Clerk, 
» Bichfidd, Utah, January $9, 190S. 

Miss Cora Birdsall, IZMnore, Utah. 

Dear Sister: I am instructed by the stake presidency to notify you 
that unless you comply with the decision of the high council tn the 
case of Leavitt v. Birdsall or appeal from the decision before the 10th 
day of February, 1903, the high council will take action against you 
at their next regular session, to convene February 20, 1903. 
Very respectfully, 

J. M. Laubtxzen, 
Clerk of the High Council. 

Mr. Tatleb. Did you thereupon undertake an appeal to the first 
presidency! 

Mr. Birdsall. My daughter let it run on for several months. She 
got other notices, and eventually concluded, on Bishop Goold's advis- 
ing her, to go, or she would be cut off the church; or rather, not 
Bishop Goold. He was the first counselor, I believe. He came to 
see her about it 

Mr. Tatleb. Then she did write to the first presidency about it! 
Mr. RTHT MM^i ft She did* 
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Mr. Tayler. Look at this letter and see if this is an answer that 
was received [handing witness a paper]? 
Mr. Birds all. (After examining the paper.) That is the answer. 
Mr. Tayler read the letter referred to, as follows: 

Office of the first presidency of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter- 

Day Saints, P. O. Box B. 

Salt Lake City, Utah, March 19, 1908, 
Miss Cora Birdsall, Eldrwre, 

Dear Sjster: On the 21st ultimo you wrote to the presidency inform- 
ing them that false testimony had been given in the case of Leavitt v. 

recently tried by the Sevier stake high council, and the falsity 
of which you were able to prove. 

The papers in the case are now in the hands of the first presidency 
and they invite you to make a statement in writing setting forth that 
part of the testimony regarded by you as false, and to give them also 
the, character of the new testimony which you would be prepared to 
introduce were you again to be heard by the coucil. 
Yours, etc., 

Geo. F. Gibbs, Secretary, 

Mr. Tayler. Then did she send a communication to the first presi- 
dency in respect to it? , 
Mr. Birdsall. She did not. 

Mr. Tayler, I notice this letter is dated March 19, 1908. Did she, 
on the 10th of April, receive this letter [handing witness a paper]? 
The Chairman. April of the same year? 
Mr. Tayler. Yes; April, 1903. 
Mr Birdsall (after examining the paper). Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. I offer this letter, and will read it. 
Mr. Tayler read the letter referred to, as follows: 

Office of the first presidency of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter- 
Day Saints. P. O. Box B. 

Salt Lake City, Utah, April 10, 1903. 
Miss Cora Birdsall, Ehinore. 

Dear Sister: We have carefully read your communication of the 
23d ult,, setting forth exceptions to the decision rendered by the high 
council of the Sevier stake in the case of Leavitt v. Birdsall, and are 
perfectly satisfied that the points raised by you are not sufficient to 
justify you in refusing to recognize former rights to the land in ques- 
tion, and we therefore have affirmed the decision in the case and 
informed the stake presidency accordingly. 
Your brethren, 

Jos. F. Smith, 
John R. Winder, 
Anthon H. Lund, 

First Presidency. 

Mr. Tayler. Later, did you and your daughter receive notice from 
the clerk of the high council? 
Mr. Birdsall. We did, 1 believe. 

S. Doc. 486, 59-1, vol 2 22 
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Mr. Tatler. See if this is the first notice you received [handing 
witness a paper] j 
Mr. Birdsall (after examining paper). That is it. 
Mr. Tatler. I offer this letter, and will read it. 
Mr. Tayler read the letter referred to, as follows: 

Office of Stake Clerk, 

Richfield, Utah, April U, 1903. 
Sister Cora Birdsall, Eldnore, Utah. 

Dear Sister: In a letter to President Seegmiller and counselors, 
dated April 10, 1903, the first presidency of the church render their 
decision in the case of James E. Leavitt v. Isaac Birdsall and Cora 
Birdsall, his daughter, as follows: 

"After carefully reviewing the transcript of record in the case of 
James E. Leavitt Isaac Birdsall and Cora Birdsall, his daughter, 
tried by your high council October 21 last, and duly considering excep- 
tions taken by defendants, we hereby affirm your decision in said case." 
1 remain, very respectfully, 

J. M. Lauritzen, 

Clerk of the High Council. 

Mr. Tatler. Did you later receive other letters from the clerk? 
Mr. Birdsall. We did. 

Mr. Tatler. I will ask you if these two are letters you received 
shortly after the last one read from the clerk of the high council of 
Sevier stake? (Handing papers to witness.) 

Mr. Birdsall (after examining the papers). We received both of 
tnem. 

Mr. TatLer. I offer them both and will read them. 

Mr Tayler thereupon read the letters referred to, as follows: 

Office of Stake Clerk, 

Richfield, Utah, May 18, 1903. 

Cora Birdsall, Elsinore, Utah. 

Dear Sister: At the session of the high council held April IT, 1003, 
you were given till the 10th day of May in which to comply with 
the decision of the first presidency in the case of Leavitt v. Birdsall, 
and you were requested to notify the clerk on or before that date as to 
what course you decided to take in this matter. At the last session of 
the high council, held May 15, 1903, I informed the council that I had 
heard nothing from you, and the council was about to take action 
against vou; but in dicussin^ the matter some of the brethren felt 
that perhaps you did not realize what the results would be upon your 
failure to comply with the decision of the first presidency, and it was 
decided to give you another extension of time, and 1 was ordered to 
notify ^ou that unless you comply with the decision of the first presi- 
dency in this case on or before June 12, 1903, and notify me as clerk 
of the high council to that effect, the high council will take action 
against you upon your fellowship at their next regular session, June 
10, 1908, 

Very respectfully, J. M. Lauritzen, 

Clerk of the High Comusih 
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-Office of Stake Clerk, 

Richfield, Utah, June 23, 1903. 

Cora Birdsall, Monroe, Utah, 

Dear Sister: Bv direction of the stake presidency, you are hereby 
informed that at the session of the high council of the Sevier Stake 
of Zion held June 19, 1903, you were excommunicated from the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints for failure to comply with the 
decision of the first presidency of the church in the case of James E. 
Leavitt v. Cora Birdsall. 

Very respectfully, J. M. IjAUritzen, 

Stake Clerk and Clerk of High Council. 

Mr. Tayler. Now, Mr. Birdsall, after the rendering of this deci- 
sion against your daughter, what occurred as to her health and her 
mind? 

Mr. Birdsall. .Well, there was quite a time intervening between . 
that. Of course she refused to submit to it, and, being of a religious 
turn of mind, it wore upon her, apparently, and went on perhaps— 
what was the date? Could you give me the date? 

Mr. Tayler. Do you mean the first finding of the bishop's court? 

Mr. Birdsall. No* 

Mr. Tayler. The bishop's court was in 1903, and the high council 
was in 1902. 

Mr. Birdsall. Well, it was perhaps a year, at least, 1 think. 

Mr. Tayler. After what? 

Mr. Bi udsall. After th is decision. 

Mr. Tayler. Of the bishop's court? 

Mr. Birdsall. Of both of them, or either of them. 

The Chairman. The final decision, you mean? 

Mr. Birdsall. The final decision. % 

The Chairman. Do vou mean a year after the decision by the first 
presidency, or by the nigh council? 
Mr. Birdsall. By all of them. 

Mr. Worthington. A year after she was excommunicated? 
Mr. Birdsall. The final decision from the first presidency— she 
held out in opposition to it— refused. 
Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Birdsall. But it wore upon her mind so that she neither slept, 
nor ate, nor even drank, I was going to say for days together, and 
eventually it seemed to affect her mind. After that some of them 
came— that is, some of the- -well, Bishop Jolly, of Brooklyn, came 
there, and Hans Golbransen. He cam8 there stating that he was 
authorized by President Seegmiller to state to her — that is, he had 
heard of her condition; we had written it of course to them and to 
him — that he had heard of her condition, and that on condition that 
she would complv with this decision, they would re baptise her in the 
church. She still refused. 

Mr. Tayler. Before we go any further along, you say you had 
written this to President Seegmiller? 

Mr. Birdsall President Seegmiller. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you, last winter some time", write him a letter— 
you or jrour wife — to which he ser?t an answer? 
Mr. Birdsall. Yes; that was before that. 
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Mr. Tayler. Look at this letter I hand you, and state if that is the 
answer you received to the letter that you and your wife sent to him. 
Mr. Birdsall. We were at St. George at the time. 
Mr. Tayler, la that it? 

Mr. Birdsall (after examining the letter). That is it. 

Mr. Tayler. At this time she was in the condition of health you 
have described ? 

Mr. Birds all. Yes; and had been for mouths. 

Mr, Tayler, And she had not complied with the order that was 
made? 

Mr. Birdsall. She had not. 

Mr. Tayler. I offer this letter in evidence, and will read it. 
Mr. Tayler read the letter referred to, as follows: 

St. George, Ut/ h, February J h 1904,. 

Mrs. Mary Birdsall, Ekinore. 

Dear Sister: Yours of January 24 came duly to hand. v I have 
read the contents with interest, and [ regret very much that Cora is 
in the position you describe her to be. Surely an evil power is lead- 



tion, she can obtain it by humbly complying with President Jos. F. 
Smith's decision in the case brought against ner by James Leavitt, of 
Joseph. Heard first by the Monroe bishopric, then appealed to the 
high council of the Sevier stake of Zion, and then appealed to Jos. F. 
Smithy whose decision stands against her, and will so stand until she 
complies with it. And while this condition is maintained she will be 
- in distress and misery. Her only relief will be in complying with 
President Smith's wishes. 

You say she has never broken a rule of the church. 

You forget that in this ease she has done so by failing to abide by the 
decision ox the mouthpiece of God. 

I pray God to bless her, that humility may possess her soul and lead 
her to do that which the president requires her to do. If she can't do 
this, I fear for her happiness here ana hereafter. 
I am, yours in the Gospel, 



Mr. Tayler. After the receipt of this letter, what was her condition ? 
Mr. Birdsall. It was just tne same. Of course, at times she was 
rational and at other times not. 
Mr. Tayler. You mean she was out of her mind at times ? 
Mr. Birdsall. She was out of her mind. 
Mr. Tayler. And where was shelf 
Mr. Birdsall. At home. 

Mr. Tayler. Now, tell us if anything else occurred afterwards. 
Mr. Birdsall. After this had went on in this way —and of course 

every one knew it; it became a public matter 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Birdsall. There was quite an intervening time, and Hans 
Golbransen came to the house arid said he was authorized— he had been 
to the priesthood meeting at Richfield, and he was authorized by Presi- 
dent Seegmiller to tell her that if she would comply with the decision 



that they would baptize her into the church, or rebaptize her, rather. 
Mr. Tayler. Is that all? 




Win. H. Seegmiller. 
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Mr. Birdsall. Well, the evening before and that morning she had 
become quite violent. That is, we could not restrain her in any way. 
She seemed to know nothing. She paced the floor; and he came with 

the intention, I suppose— 
Mr. Tayler, Who came? 

Mr. Birdsall. This Bishop Jolly came. That was the bishop of 
our ward, Brooklyn ward. 
Mr. Tayler. Ves, 

Mr. Birdsall. He came and desired to anoint her; that is, for her 
relief; and she went into the front room and locked the door. His 
counselor, 1 think, Mr. 

Mr. Tayler (after a pause). Never mind the name. 

Mr. Birdsall. Well, his counselor, at any rate, was with him. She 
went in and locked the door and wouldn't see them. Of course, she 
took turns, first one way and then another. At times she would speak 
to some one and at other times she wouldn't even speak—that is, give 
an answer to a question, apparently as if she had never heard it. It 
would go unnoticed, Bishop Jolly asked me to go in the room and 
counsel her; that is, to submit to this; that is, to be anointed, and also 
to abide by this decision. I told him that that 1 could not do. I told 
him 1 would go in and tell her what he said and it would be for her to 
decide what sbe wished to do in the matter. I went in and told her. 
I came out again and told him her answer — no; she made no answer 
whatever, one made no remark. I simply said what I had to say and 
walked out again. Well, yes, she did. She told me that he could 
come to the door. That was the answer she gave. He went to the 
door and opened the door a little and spoke to her and talked with her. 
Of course, I don't remember what he said now. At least, 1 don't know 
that I heard it. 

Mr. Tayler. Did anything happen that day? He simply talked 
and went away, did he? 
Mr. Birdsall. That was all. 

Mr. Tayler. Well, later on, Mr. Birdsall, did your daughter finally 

make the deed? 

Mr. Birdsall. She did, I believe. Of course, I have never seen 
the deed. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know about when it was she made the deed? 
Mr. Birdsall. ItVas just after she was rebaptized, whenever that 
was. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you hoar her say why she made the deed? 
Mr. Birdsall. Hear her say ? 
Mr. Tayler. Yes. 
Mr. Birdsall. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Has she spoken to you on that subject? 
Mr. Birdsall. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Whether she voluntarily made the deed or not, or 
whether 

Mr. Birdsall. Well, when 1 left home— that is, she had heard the 
summons read — and when I left home she told her mother to come to 
me and tell me particularly to understand that it was forced upon her. 

Mr. Worthington. She told her mother and her mother told you? 

Mr. Birdsall. Her mother told me. 

Mr. Tayler. Will the committee take a recess at this time? 

The Chairman. Yes; the committee will take a recess until 2 o'clock. 
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The committee (at 1 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) took a recess until 
2 o'clock p. m. 

AFTER RECESS. 

The committee reassembled at the expiration of the recess. 
The Chairman. Proceed, Mr. Tayler. 

TESTIMONY OF ISAAC BIRDSALL — Continued. 

Isaac Birdsall, having been previously sworn, was examined, and 
testified as follows: 
The Chairman. Have you anything further, Mr. Tayler? 
Mr. Tayler. I believe that was all I wanted to ask Mr. Birdsall. 
Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Birdsall, when was your daughter rebaptized? 
Mr. Birdsall. Do you mean the date ? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes. 

Mr. Birdsall. I don't believe I could give you the date. 
Mr. Van Cott. About when ? 

Mr. Birdsall. It was at the last conference, I believe, in Rich- 
field— that is, the stake conference. 
Mr. Van Cott. Would it be this year? 
* Mr. Birdsall. This year, 1904. 

Mr. Van Co'it. And about when in this year? 

Mr. Birdsall. I don't remember the month. L< t me see. 

Mr. Van Cott. Would it be after July ? 

Mr. Birdsall. I think it was the September conference, if I am not 
greatly mistaken. At any rate, it was somewhere aboutj-hat. 

Mr. Van Cott. And was your daughter living at home when she 
gave the deed? 

Mr. Birdsall. She was livimj at home. That was her home, but 
she was with her sister in Richfield. 

Mr. Van Cott. When she gave the deed ? 

Mr* Birdsall. When she gave the deed; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is your daughter living at home now? 

Mr. Birdsall. She is at home now — has been for two or three 
months. 

Mr. Van Cott. During this time that she was being urged to give 
the deed and after her excommunication from the church, did you 
urge her not to give the deed? 

Mr. Birdsall. Did I urge her? 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you urge her not to give the deed? 

Mr. Birdsall. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Van Cott. It was her own determination? 

Mr. Birdsall. It was her own determination. 

Mr. Van Cott. All the way through? 

Mr. Birdsall. I said nothing whatever. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you a member of the Mormon Church now? 
Mr. Birdsall. At present? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Birdsall. I think not. 

Mr. Van Cott. When did you sever your connection with the 
church? 

Mr. Birdsall. Well, if you remember the evidence that I gave 

Mr. Van Cott. All I asked you was when you severed your con- 
nection with the church , 
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Mr. Birdsall. The date I can't give. I was going to give the 
circumstance. 

Mr. Van Cott. No; I do not want the circumstance. Was it a year 
ago? 

Mr. Birdsall. I made no note of it. It was when they came to 
offer the baptism if she would abide the decision — the time that I 
speak of . 

Mr. Van Cott. That was about in 1903? 

Mr. Birdsall. Yes; I think that was in the spring of 1903, or per- 
haps in 1904. wouldn't that be ? I think so. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did your daughter ever tell you that she was forced 
to give the deed? I 

Mr. Birdsall. She did not directly tell me so. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is what 1 asked you, if she told you. 

Mr. Birdsall. No, she did not; not direct. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

Mr. Tayler. What were your daughter's religious habits as touch- 
ing the Mormon faith ? I mean was she devout or otherwise? 

Mr. Birdsall. She was devout — very strong in the faith. 

Mr. Tayler. Was there any special work that she did in the church 
or for the church peopled 

Mr. Birdsall. 1 couldn't say as to that. She was a great deal in the 
temple for several years. 

Mr. Tayler. What did she do in the temple? 

Mr. Birdsall. Working, 1 suppose. That is, doing perhaps her 
own work and some others'. Of course I couldn't say as to that, because 
1 wasn't there at the time. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know whether she did any work among her 
Mormon neighbors ? 

Mr. Birdsall. Right there at home? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Birdsall. That I couldn't say. Perhaps she did. 
Mr. Tayler. Did you say in your direct examination that she was of 
the religious temperament? 
Mr. Birdsall. 1 did. 
Mr. Tayler. Do you know S. G. Clark? 

Mr. Birdsall. Samuel G. Clark? [ do. That is, 1 might say l am 
not personally acquainted with him, but of course^l have known him, 
seen him, talked with him. 

Mr. Tayler. Does he occupy any position in the church? 

Mr. Birdsall. 1 could not say. 1 suppose he does. I just simply 
suppose it now. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know Simon Christensen? 

Mr. Birdsall. J know him by sight. 

Mr. Tayler. What position does he hold in the church, if any? 
Mr. Birdsall. That I do not know. I could not tell you. 
Mr. Tayler. Was he one of the high council that tried this case? 
Mr. Birdsall. 1 believe he was. 
Mr. Tayler. Do you know Virginius Bean ? 
Mr. Birdsall. I do not, only by sight. 
Mr. Tayler. Do you know what position he holds? 
Mr. Birdsall. I do not. This is in Richfield. I will explain that. 
It is in Richfield, and therefore 1 am not much acquainted with him. 
Mr. Tayler. How far do you live from Richfield? 
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Mr. Birdsall. About li miles. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call Mr. Budge for 
a few questions, to save recalling him as a witness later in our own 
case. 

Mr. Tayler, Will you wait until I finish this subject, which will 
be but a moment? 
Mr. Van Cott. Certainly? 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer in evidence a certified 
copy of a warranty deed given bv Cora Birdsall to Jamas E. Leavitt. 
It is very short, and 1 will read it 

Mr. Tayler thereupon read the paper referred to, as follows: 

WARRANTY DBBD. 

Cora Birdsall, unmarried, grantor, of Monroe, county of Sevier, 
State of Utah, hereby convey and warrant to James E. Leavitt, gran- 
tee, of Joseph, Sevier County, Utah, for the sum of one hundred dol- 
lars, the following described tract of land in Sevier County, State of 
Utah: 

The NW. i of the SE. ± of sec. 1, T. 25 S., K. 4 W., of the Salt 
Lake meridian in Utah, and containing 40 acres, situate in the SE. 
i of sec. 1, T. 25 S., R. 4 W., of the Salt Lake meridian. 

Witness the hand of said grantor this 11th day of June, A. D. 1904. 

Cora Birdsall, 

Signed in the presence of — 
Simon Christbksbn, 
Virginius Bean. 

State of Utah, County of Sevier, ss; 

On this 11th day of June, A. D. 1904, personally appeared before 
me, Cora Birdsall, an unmarried woman, the signer of the above instru- 
ment, who duly acknowledged to me that she executed the same. 

[seal.] S. G. Clark, 

Notary Public. 

My commission expires August 29, 1907. 

Filed for record and recorded this 26th day of July, A. D. 1904, at 
10 o'clock a. m. 

Alveretta Olson, 

County Recorder, Sevier County, Utah. 

By Sarah Hansen, Deputy. 

State of Utah, 

County of Sevier \ ss : 
1. Alveretta Olson, county recorder in and for Sevier County, Utah, 
do nereby certify that the annexed instrument is a full, true, and cor- 
rect copy of the deed from Cora Birdsall to James E. Leavitt, as 
found in the records of Sevier County, Utah, and recorded in book 
"28" of deeds, on page 13. 
Witness my hana and official seal this 12th day of December, 1904, 
[seal.] Alveretta Olsen, 

County Recorder, Sevier County. 
By Chas. J. Olson, Deputy. 
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The Chairman. Whom did you want to recall, Mr. Van Cott? 
Mr* Van Cott. Mr. William Budge. 

T18TI1C0HT OF WILLIAM BUDGE — Continued. 

William Budge, having been previously sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Mr. Van Cott. Your name is William Budge, and you were on the 
stand within two or three days? .... 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Before being a president of the stake, were you a 
bishop in the Mormon Church ? 
Mr. Budge. Yes, air. 

Mr, Van Cott. I wish you would tell us briefly whether or not you 
ever took jurisdiction of any cases involving the title to land; and if 
not, why not? 

Mr. Budge. Involving the title to land— the title given by Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Budge. No; I never entertained an,y complaint of that nature, 
although some have been made to me, in view of adjudication by the 
church. 

Mr. Van Cott. And the question was, Why did you not take juris- 
diction? 

Mr. Budge. Because the president of the church has given direc- 
tions, to myself and 1 believe to all the presidents and bishops, that 
they shall not entertain the question. 

Mr. Van Cott. Which president gave such instruction 1 

Mr. Budge. 1 believe all of the presidents, but two, particularly. 
One has instructed me himself, and I have a letter in my possession — 
not here, however — that was written by President Taylor, as far back 
perhaps as ten years ago, to the president of the Fremont stake in 
Idaho. A question was sent to President Taylor in regard to a diffi- 
culty between two men. One man squatted on a quarter section. He 
lived there two or three years, and intended to make his home there, 
but had taken no steps according to law to secure the land. One day 
he noticed that somebody had put down material, seemingly in view of 
building a house a little way from the house that he had built on it. 
and it alarmed him a little. So he went at once to the land office ana 
found that this particular man who had laid down the material had 
been there and secured the quarter section. So this question was 
brought up before the president of the stake, and he submitted the 
matter to President Taylor. President Taylor stated that the land 
certainly belonged to the man who had complied with the Government 
conditions, and that man got it. 

Mr. Van Cott. You say during President Taylor's administration. 
Was not that more than ten years ago? 

Mr. Budge. Well, 1 am not sure now long it was. I say it must be 
ten vears; probably more. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

Mr. Tayler. Then President Taylor did decide that case? 
Mr. Budge. He did say that the gentleman who complied with the 
Government conditions owned the land. 
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Mr, Tayler. Who was the man who had complied with the Govern- 
ment conditions? 

Mr. Budge. I am not prepared to sav what his name was. 

Mr. Tayler. I mean the president knew the man and referred to 
some particular man who had complied with the Government conditions ? 

Mr. Budge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. tSq that when he said what he did say, he settled that 
case, did he not? 

Mr. Budge. Well, the two men were both satisfied. 

Mr. Tayler. That is, the man who did not get anything was satisfied ? 

Mr. Budge. He was satisfied that he did not occupy any legal right 
to the land. 

Mr. Tayler. I do not know, Mr. Budge, why you were recalled to be 
asked this question. Do you understand that this testimony in regard 
to the Birdsall land indicates to you that the president of the church 
and the high council of Sevier Stake and the bishop's court in Monroe 
Ward never did pass upon the title to that piece of land? 

Mr. Budge. No, sir; but it impressed me that these gentlemen made 
a mistake, being misinformed as to the nature of the difficulty. That 
is all. 

Mr. Tayler. You mean that the bishop's court did not know it was 
a land case? 

Mr. Budge. It is simply my suggestion, my thought, because I 
am conversant with the fact that the church gave instructions in 
regard to that thing, that the church had nothing to do with any deci- 
sion of the Government— to interfere with anv decision. 

The Chairman. Do you want this witness further, Mr. Tayler? 

Mr. Tayler. No; not now. 

The Chairman. Shall he remain here? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes; if I have any more to go into. I do not care to 
do it now. 

The Chairman. You will be excused, then, Mr. Budge, for the 
present, but will remain until to-morrow. 

TISTIMOHY OF JOHH HEHEY SMITH- Continued. 

John Henry Smith, ^ving been previously sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows: 

The Chairman. Mr. Smith, Pwant to ask you one or two questions 
about which I am not entirely clear. Have you ever been engaged in 
foreign missions at all ? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. In your missionary work you make use of the Book 
of Doctrine and Covenants? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Is that the main book? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir; the Bible is the main book we use. 

The Chairman. You mean the Mormon Bible? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir— well, the Saint James translation of the Bible. 

The Chairman. You use the Mormon Bible? 

Mr. Smith. That is the Mormon Bible— the Christian Bible. 

The Chairman. But I mean the Bible that was found in New York. 

Mr, Smith. The Book of Mormon and the Mormon Bible are two 
different propositions. 
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The Chairman. You uso the Book of Mormon? 

Mr. Smith. We use the Book of Mormon; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And that does not contain the doctrine of polygamy ? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

The Chairman. The teaching of polygamy ? 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

The Chairman. And the Book of Doctrine and Covenants does? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. < 
The Chairman. And you make use of that in your foreign mission- 
ary work? 
Mr. Smith. We make use of them all. 

The Chairman, I want to ask you a question about which I was not 
entirely clear. You say a large portion of your converts, or very 
many, come from foreign countries — Great Britain or other countries. 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Do these converts come over separately or do you 
wait until a certain number have 

Mr. Smith. It is generally arranged; it used to be when J was there; 
we made a publication of the sailings of the steamships with which we 
did our business, say about four sailings a year, and anybody wishing 
to emigrate to Utah, having the money to do so, made their arrange- 
ment with us. They were put in charge of some experienced men, 
who took charge of them ana traveled with them until they arrived at 
Salt Lake, in Utah. 

The Chairman. That is what I was not clear about. You did riot 
leave these people, when they were converted, to come over and drift 
here without a guide or without some directions? 

Mr. Smith. Where they applied to us. Many of them have come 
of themselves. 

. The Chairman. But they usually applied to you? 

Mr. Smith. Yes; they usually came through our emigration bureau. 

The Chairman, Where were they to go usually? 

Mr. Smith, They landed at Salt Lake; and the old form was that 
the people of the town used to gather up food for them and attend to 
their wants. 

The Chairman. I am not particular about that; but Salt Lake, in 
Utah, was the destination generally? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. From that point they were distributed? 

Mr. Smith, They distributed themselves to the sections where they 
had friends or to which they had designed themselves to go. 

Mr. Tayler, I suppose in many instances they did as many other 
immigrants would do, they would be induced to go to certain places 
by reason of having relatives or friends from the old country there? 

Mr. Smith, That was most generally the case. 

Mr. Tayler. I suppose the church sometimes provides funds for 
those who are not ready to pay their own way ? 

Mr. Smith. Jn the years gone by there was what was known as the 
emigration fund that was provided by the church; but that was soon 
exhausted. Individuals personally helped their friends, but the church 
has itself done ven r little in the emigration bureau for a long time. 

Senator DuboisI There are quite a number of Mormons around 
Baker City and Lagrange, Oreg., are there not? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Dubois. And in other parts of Oregon* About how uanj r 
would you think there are in Oregon ? 

Mr. Smith. I should presume there are possibly 3,000, but that may 
be an exaggerated statement. 

Senator Dubois. 1 was a little curious to know the number myself. 

Mr. Smith. They are scattered all over Oregon proper, and even in 
Washington. 

The Chairman . I was about to ask you about that. They are in 
Washington State also ? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. How many are there in Washington? 

Mr. Smith. 1 could not say with any certainty at all, Senator. 

The Chairman. In Washington and Oregon and the States you 
mentioned before ? 

Mr. Smith. Jt has been suggested to me that I may have given a 
misapprehension, Senator, in regard to the question of the punish- 
ment; that is, the dealing with men. 

The Chairman. You have a right to correct any statement you 
desire. 

Mr. Smith. The dealing with a man who might be an apostle or elder 
of the church who may have gone into polygamy. The impression I 
left, one of my friends suggests, is that the church took no cognizance 
of moral derelictions or violations of polygamy, so far as they were 
concerned, without the law first took cognizance of them. Now, I did 
not mean to make that impression. The bishop of every ward is a 
competent tribunal to consider any case, and those cases come by appeal, 
as you have seen here, from the bishop to the high council, and from 
the high council to the presiding authority of the church. The apos- 
tles themselves are not engaged in the business of trying these cases. 

Mr. Taylbr. One question, Mr. Smith, that I neglected to ask you: 
Were you present at the meeting of the apostles when Mr. Penrose 
was elected? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. Was it unanimous? 

Mr. Smith. I believe it was unanimous; j'es, sir. 

The Chairman. I did not hear the answer. 

Mr. Smith. I can say certainly that it was unanimous. 

Mr. Tayler. I have no desire, even if it were proper, to go into the 
internal discussion that may have occurred there; but was there much 
discussion on the subject ? 

Mr. Smith. There was some consideration of the subject. 

Mr. Tayler. I suppose that Mr. Penrose was recognized by the 
apostles, or those who were there, as an old and eminent and able rep- 
resentative of the church ? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And it was thought that it was due to him and to the 
church that he be elected to till the vacancy caused by the death of 
Mr. Woodruff? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Tayler. And that surrounding his choice there were no pecul- 
iar circumstances? 

Mr. Smith. It was simply a just recognition of the efforts of a well- 
spent life — a man over 71 years of age. 
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Mr. Taylbr. The fact that he was a polygamist was probably never 

discussed or thought of? 

Mr. Smith. We thought any polygamy that might exist in his case 
could not harm anybody in the world. That is, it was hot mentioned, 
so far a.v that is concerned. He is an old man; the ladies who have 
lived with him are old ladies. 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Penrose has told us he is 73. Do you 
know how bid his wives are? 

M r. Smith. I should judge they are possibly 60. I don't know that. 

Mr. Worthington. Then, if 1 understand you, the fact that he 
was a polygamist had nothing in the world to do with his being elected 
an apostle? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir; that question is settled, so far as we are con- 
cerned in our country. Men must obey the law of their land. 
Mr. Taylbb. Do they ? 

Mr. Smith. They are trying to. I have tried the very hardest kind 
myself. 

The Chairman. I believe you say, however, you have not succeeded? 

Mr. Smith. No; I admit the fact. 

The Chairman. You have not succeeded up to date? 

Mr. Smith. No; not up to date. 

The Chairman. Mr. Tayler, who is your next witnesses? 
Mr. Tayler. William Balderston. 

TESTIMONY OP WILLIAM BALDERSTON. 

William Balderston, having been duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Balderston, where do you live? 

Mr. Balderston. In Boise, Idaho. 

Mr. Tayler. How long have you lived there? 

Mr. Balderston. A little over thirteen years. 

Mr. Tayler, Where did you live before you went to Boise? 

Mr. Balderston. In Salt Lake. 

Mr. Tayler. What is your business? 

Mr. Balderston. That of a newspaper man. 

Mr. Tayler. You are now the editor of the Boise Statesman? 

Mr. Balderston. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. And prior to going to Boise were you in the same 

business? 

Mr. Balderston. I was in the same business in Salt Lake. 
Mr. Tayler. When did you go to Salt Lake? 
Mr. Balderston. I went to Salt Lake in the early part of 1891. 
Mr. Tayler, Were you in the newspaper business? 
Mr. Balderston, Yes; I was there the greater part of that year. 
Mr. Tayler. What newspaper were you connected with ? 
Mr. Balderston. It was called the Salt Lake Times. 
Mr. Tayler. Is the Salt Lake Times still informing the public, or 
is it dead ? 

Mr. Balderston. No; it is dead, like a good many others that have 
gone before it. 
Mr. Tayler, It lasted after you left, a while, did it? 
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Mr. Baldbrston. Yes; it lasted for some time after I left 1 did 
not entirely kill it. 

Mr. Tayler. What was the politics of the Salt Lake Times? I do 
not want vou to go into detail, but I want to get the atmosphere of 
your life m the West. How did it stand as to the Mormons? Was it 
pro or anti Mormon? 

Mr. Baldbrston. The paper was— I don't know whether I would 
call it pro-Mormon. It took up what was known as the party division 
fight that year in Utah and was Republican in politics. 

Mr. Taylbr. What view did it take as to the probable future course 
of the Mormons and the Mormon Church respecting the practice of 
polygamy? 

Mr. Baldbrston, It took the view that that question had been 
entirely settled by the manifesto of the previous year. 

Mr. Taylbr. And what as to the continuance of those who had 
taken plural wives in the plural relation ? 

Mr. Baldbuston. The understanding was that the practice of polyg- 
amy in every sense had ceased and was not to be resumed. 

Mr, Taylbr. We sometimes have definitions of polygamy, and your 
answer may not be understood later on. When you say the practice 
of jpol^fflimy, you mean the living in polygamous relations ? 

Mr. Baldbrston, That is what I mean, yes, sir. 
' Mr. Taylbr. There was at that time a division along party lines, 
was there, or a movement started toward a division ? 

Mr. Balderston. The movement started that spring or early that 
year. 

Mr. Taylbr, Prior to that time the division had been generally 
church and antichurch ? 

Mr. Balderston. Church and antichurch. 

Mr. Taylbr. Liberal party and People's Party? 

Mr. Balderston. Those were the divisions. 

Mr. Taylbr. Or perhaps People's and Liberal. Is that right? 

Mr. Balderston. Well, the People's Party was constituted of Mor- 
mons and the Liberal party of non-Mormons. 

Mr. Taylbr. So I understood. Then in consequence of this impres- 
sion and conviction that arose out of the manifesto and the declara- 
tions of the prominent Mormons, it was thought the time had come 
when the people in Utah might organize along the ordinary political 
lines that interested the rest of the country? 

Mr. Balderston. That is the idea. 

Mr. Tayler. And thereupon-^— 

Mr. Worthington. Let him state, Mr. Tayler, what happened 
there. 

Mr. Taylbr. I do not know whether it is your memory or vour 
pertinacity that is disturbing you. We went over this. We had this 
told to us very fully, and it is in the printed testimony here. 

Mr. Worthington. There are a good many things in the printed 
testimony that we do not think are so* 

Mr. Taylbr. I think we all agree upon these substantial points; but 
[ was not going to lead him even then. And thereupon, then what 
occurred respecting this organization? 

Mr, Balderston. The party organization, you mean ? 

Mr. Taylbr. Ik uMy. 

Mr. Baldbrston. Well, the Democratic party was organized in 
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Utah and the Republican party was organized there. An effort was 
made to have both the old parties disband. The People's Party was 
disbanded. 
Mr. Tayler. That is the church party ? 

Mr. Balderston. That is the church party. The Liberal party 
refused to disband until perhaps it was two years later. It held 
together some two years. 

Mr. Tayler. It did disband ? 

Mr. Balderston. Finally it disbanded. 

Mr. Tayler. So that during the time you were in Salt Lake you 
were in the atmosphere of this diseussionof questions relating to tlie 
Mormon Church and its people? 

Mr. Balderston. Yes; that was the one absorbing topic of that 
year. 

Mr, Tayler. Then you went to Idaho. Did you then become editor 
of the Boise Statesman ? 
Mr. Balderston. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Tayler, Have you continued as editor ever since? 

Mr. Balderston. Practically ever since, with an intermission of 
only a few months. 

The Chairman. What year was that? 

Mr. Balderston, In the late fall of 1801 1 went to Boise. 

Mr. Tayler. At the time that you went to Boise was the Mormon 
question acute in Idaho? Or, tell us what was the situation as you 
discerned it as a newspaper man in the light of what you saw then and 
of your experience since as giving character to what did exist at that 
time. 

Mr. Balderston. In Idaho the entire Mormon people had been dis- 
franchised by the legislation of the first session of the legislature, and 
very soon after I went there I discovered that the feeling prevailed 
among most people that in view of the manifesto it would lie perhaps 
wise to restore the great mass of them who were nonpolygamous to 
the franchise. That feeling grew until in the late summer or fall of 
1892 the Republican party in its platform adopted a resolution favoring 
such a course, and in the next legislature, the legislature of 1893, the 
Mormons were restored to the franchise; that is, the nonpolygamous 
Mormons. What we designate as a test oath that applied to all mem- 
bers of the church was removed at that session. 

Mr. Tayler. That still left the polygamous Mormons disfranchised ? 

Mr. Balderston, They were still left disfranchised. 

Mr. Tayler, What became of that Jaw? 

Mr. Balderston. Well, the polygamous Mormons are disfranchised 
by our constitution; but the legislation of 1893 left the statutory quali- 
fications for suffrage corresponding exactly with those of the constitu- 
tion; but in the session of 1895 the law- was further amended— that is, 
the statute was amended— so as to eliminate all reference to polygamy 
and polygamists. In other words, an effort was made by legislative 
action to remove the constitutional inhibition, and in that condition the 
statute stands yet. " 

Mr. Tayler. So that to-day you have a constitutional provision dis- 
franchising polygamists? 

Mr. Balderston. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. But you have no law on the statute books which dis- 
franchises them? 
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Mr. Baldbbston. No; we have no law. 

Mr. Tayleb. On the contrary, a law which was in force to that effect 
has been repealed? 
Mr. Baldbbston. Has been repealed. 

Mr. Tayleb. What further, Mr. Balderston , has occurred in your 
State respecting this anti-Mormon or antipolygamous legislation or 
constitutional provision ? 

Mr. Baldbrston. In the session, I think, of 189t, a resolution was 
introduced in the legislature to submit the question of calling a con- 
stitutional convention. That resolution was offered by a Mormon 
member. I do not think he is an acting Mormon — a man known as a 
Jtformon in that country. I do not know whether he is a member of 
the church or not. That resolution, hpwever, was never pushed for- 
ward. It was dropped. The understanding at the time was that it 
was the desire of the Mormon people to have the constitution revised 
in respect to polygamy. I do not recall that any further step was 
taken in that direction until at the session two years^ ago. It was 
talked of sometimes, but no definite step was taken until two years ago 
this winter. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Tell us what occurred at that time. 

Mr. Baldebstok. Late in the session a resolution was introduced 
in the senate, providing for the submission to the vote of the people the 
Question of calling a constitutional convention. Itwas hurried through 
tne senate and sent into the house and hurried through there, provid- 
ing for the submission of that question to the electors at the succeed- 
ing election. It aroused a great deal Of interest among those of us 
who thought we understood what was beneath it, and subsequently, 
when the question was raised, it caused considerable agitation, and 
those who were interested in politics were considerably concerned to 
know what to do about this question. The disposition everywhere 
was to vote that down — that is, among the non -Mormon people — the 
belief prevailing that if we called a constitutional convention some 
means would be found of accomplishing this purpose of withdrawing 
this safeguard, as we term it, of our constitution. Finally, last sum- 
mer, during the summer, the attorney-general of the State, who is a 
Mormon, rendered an opinion to the effect that that matter had not 
been properly submitted, and therefore it could not go on the ballot, 
and that disposed of the matter then. 

Mr. Tatlbb. During the session of the legislature at which this 
resolution providing for the calling of the constitutional convention 
was adopted did you see Apostle John Henry Smith? 

Mr. Baldbbston. Yes; 1 saw him in February, I think. 

Mr. Tayleb. You had a talk with him? 

Mr. Baldbbston. 1 had a talk with him on this subject. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Tell us what that conversation was. 

Mr. Baldbbston. As nearly asl can recall the conversation, Apostle 
Smith took me aside in the hotel and asked me if I thought the time 
had come when an amendment to the constitution could be submitted 
eliminating what he termed those provisions which were objectionable 
to his people. We did not discuss the matter. I answered very 
promptly tnat the time had not come — that it would be very unwise to 
do anything of the kind, and he remarked then that all his friends 
there hud told him the same thing. 
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Mr. Tayler. How long was this before the resolution was actually 
introduced and passed 1 

Mr. Balderston. That was about two weeks. The resolution passed 
the house on $he 4th of March, and I think it was the 21st of February 
I had this conversation. 

Mr. Tayler. When did the resolution pass the senate? 

Mr. Balderston. The resolution passed the senate on the 2d of 
March. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you know when it was introduced ? 
Mr. Balderston. No; I do not know when that was introduced in 
the senate. 

Mr. Tatler. Was there any newspaper comment on the resolution 
and its significance prior to its passage? 
Mr. Balderston. None whatever. 

Mr. Tayler. Was there any public discussion of it so far as you 
know before it passed ? 

Mr. Balderston. None, excepting a speech made by a member 
just as it passed through the house. The floor leader there made some 
remarks on it as it was going through. 

Mr. Tayler. As it was going through ? 

Mr. Balderston. As it was going through. t In fact, his talk was 
about the first intimation most of us had that such a question was 
pending, 

Mr. Tayler. At any rate, it passed promptly. 
Mr. Balderston, It passed. 

Mr. Tatler. What then was the policy determined on by those who 
were opposed to it, and so far as you had anything to do with forming 
that policy or knowing what it was? 

Mr. Balderston. Some of us held a council over the matter. We 
found this matter to have gone through without our having had an 
opportunity to get at it or to say anything about it, and we determined 
then the wisest thing to do would be to keep it in the background for 
the time being, until the time for the election approached, until we 
would have time to see how people felt about it, and what steps could 
be taken to bring out an organized campaign against it. That work 
was being done when I think this investigation here precipitated the 
matter, ^There was no agitation at the time, and none for several 
months afterwards. 

Mr. Tayler. What was the opinion of this conference as to what 
would be the result if you organized to contest the adoption of this 
amendment or this resolution providing for the constitutional con- 
vention % 

Mr. Balderston. We were thoroughly satisfied we could defeat the 
resolution. Our opinion was that the folks who had brought the 
matter forward were rather depending on the people not getting at the 
right idea of it; that the resolution would be adopted without any agi- 
tation; and we determined it was better to hold our hand in reserve 
and let that impression prevail just as long as possible, so the organi- 
zation might be on our side rather than on theirs when the contest of 
strength came. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know whether there was any roll call in either 
house on this resolution? 

Mr. Balderston. I suppose there was, but I have no knowledge on 
that subject. 

S. Doc. 486, 69-1, vol 2 23 
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Mr, Tayler. Did you have any conversation with the Mormon 
attorney-general respecting the reason why he decided that it was 
not legal to put this on the ticket— submit it to the people ? 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me if there is any- 
thing of that kind to be proven here it ought to be proved by the 
Mormon attorney -general aforesaid. 

Mr. Tayler. No; I am proceeding to get the conversation between 
this witness and the law officer of the State, who is a Mormon, as to 
his participation in this legislation. 

Mr. Worthington. I object to proving his participation in it by 
his saying what his participation was. 

Mr. Tayler. He could not participate without saying something. 

Mr. Worthington. You are not asking him what he said when he 
was participating, but, as 1 understand, what he told this witness long 
after the resolution had passed. 

Mr. Tayler. Oh, yes. 

Mr, Worthington. It is a perfectly clear case of hearsay evidence, 
and would not even be offered in any court of justice in this country. 

Mr. Taylkr. I have no doubt at all of the propriety of it in .this 
kind of inquiry, where we are undertaking to get the state of the 
public mind and the action of those who represent the Mormon 
Church. 

The Chairman. Witness, was any reason assigned by the attorney - 
general for not submitting it? 
Mr. Balderston. Yes; I think he filed a written opinion. 
The Chairman. I say, was there a reason assigned? 
Mr. Baldrrston. Yes. 

The Chairman. What was it? i think that is proper. 
Senator Dubois. Was the attorney-general called upon by anyone 
to say whether the resolution had been properly passed! ? 
Mr. Balderston. Yes; he was called upon. 
Senator Dubois. In a written communication? 
Mr. Balbrrston. In a written communication. 
Senator Dubois. By whom? 

Mr. Balderston. The fact of the matter is that some people wanted 
to get rid of that resolution. They did not want to have that issue in 
the campaign, and thereupon the secretary of state, 1 think, was called 
upon, and it was suggested to him that tie ask the attorney -general 
this question in writing, whether or not that resolution had been 
properlv submitted. 

Mr. Worthington. Did you have the interview with the secretary 
of state, or were you present? 

Mr. Balderston. No; I was not. 

Mr. Worthington. Somebody told you about this? 

Mr. Balderston, This is what I learned. 

Mr. Worthington. Is that allowed, Mr. Chairman? 

The Chairman. Well, it is in. We can not help it now. 

Mr. Balderston. In response to that the attorney-general filed a 
written opinion with the secretary of state, which I have seen and 
about which I have talked to htm/ 

Mr. Tayler. What I am after is your conversation with the attorne y 
general. 

Mr. Balderston. The attorney-general told me that he always 
knew that resolution had not been properly submitted; that he knew 
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it at the time it was passed. He said he had looked the matter up 
very thoroughly at the time it was introduced, and had found then it 
would be necessary, after the passage of the resolution, to pass a bill 
to put it into effect, and he had drawn a bill for that purpose; but it 
was so late when they got the resolution through that they did not 
have time to put the bill through, and therefore the bill itself was 
never introduced. That was his explanation to me. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Balderston, in your thirteen years as editor of the 
Boise Statesman — it is a Republican paper, I believe? 

Mr. Balderston. It is a Republican paper. 

Mr. Tayler. It is a leading paper of the State? 

Mr. Balderston. It is so designated by most people. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you had occasion to form an opinion as to the 
concern and interest which the body of the people of that State 
exhibited in these constitutional provisions respecting polygamy % 

Mr. Balderston. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. And whether it was much or little? 
Mr. Balderston. There was very great concern among the people 
on that subject. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you any other observations to make about that? 
Mr. Balderston. Our people in Idaho felt, that in those provisions 
of the constitution they had a safeguard against certain practices of 
Mormon ism, which might be revived. They were willing to believe 
the Mormons had abandoned them, but these provisions of the consti- 
tution, they felt, were a safeguard for them, so that in case it should 
prov^hat the Mormons were not sincere in the professions made in 
the manifesto and in other documents, the non- Mormon people who 
had no patience with these practices, would have the power m their 
hands to protect themselves m the State against these practices. They 
always regarded those particular provisions of the constitution as the 
safeguard of the State in that respect. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Balderston, it is stated, and we may assume that 
it is the fact for the time being, that plural marriages have never 
occurred to any great extent, at; least in Idaho; but what is the con- 
sensus of opinion, and your information, concerning this subject in 
which you are interested, as to whether polygamous living has in- 
creased in Idaho in the last ten or twelve years ; 

Mr. Balderston. It seems to have increased, but I have no very 
definite information on the subject 

Mr. Tayler. As a prominent Republican and editor of this paper, 
what interference and interest have you observed exhibited by the 
Mormon officials in Utah and in Idaho politics, and what interest have 
the Idaho politicians of both parties exhibited in the attitude of the 
Mormon officials of Utah? 

Mr. Balderston. Well, our politicians of both parties have hereto- 
fore been anxious always to secure the support of the authorities in 
Salt Lake, or, as they are generally designated, the church in Salt 
Lake, believing apparently that the authorities in Salt Lake would in 
some manner influence the voters in Idaho belonging to that church. 
In every campaign up to the last one I think the leaders and managers 
of both parties have endeavored in every way they could to secure 
that influence on their side. 
Mr. Tayler. Until the last campaign ? 
Mr. Balderston. Until the last campaign. 
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Mr. Tatlbr. I gather that in the last campaign the gage of battle 
was thrown down by the Democratic party ? 

Mr. Balderston. That is what I refer to—that the Democratic 
party entered upon what has been designated as an anti-Mormon cam- 
paign, and I do not assume that any of them afterwards undertook to 
secure the support of the Mormon leaders. 

Mr. Tayler. And naturally in the places where the Mormons were 
strong the Democratic candidate for governor would be weak. 

Mr. Balderston. Yes; that fe the general rule. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you in your experience known of Republican or 
Democratic leaders going to bait Lake for the purpose of getting the 
straight tip? 

Mr. Balderston. Yes, I have known of it very frequently. 
Mr. Tayler. When the tip was given, if it was known to be straight, 
was it supposed to be effective for the purpose designed ? 

Mr. Balderston. I do not know whether anybody ever knew 
whether it was straight or not They both claimed it, generally. 
Mr. Tayler. They both claimed it? 
Mr. Balderston. They both claimed it, as a rule. 
Mr. Tatlbr. Do you know whether there seemed to be any indis- 
position at Salt Lake to give the >tip? ■ 



Mr. Tatlbr. Who, in the actual experience of politics in Idaho, 
was the representative of the apostle* on the Republican side? I 
mean what apostle. Was it John Henry Smith or somebody else? 

Mr. Balderston. We always considered that Bishop Budge was the 
church representative in Idaho, although others sometimes came up 
there; but the bishop seemed to be in charge of the church's interest 
politically. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Then after listening to Bishop Budge's statement of 
kb indifference to politics, you would assume ne has been practically 
slandered all over Idaho, was he not? 

Mr. Balderston. Yes; we must have been all misinformed. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Do you know whether President Budge had any inter- 
est in the appointment of his son-in-law as assay er? 

Mr. Balderston. I understand that he had. r 

Mr. Tayler. You have no personal knowledge of it? 

Mr. Balderston. I have no personal knowledge. 

Senator Dubois. Did any representative of the Republican party 
write to Attorney -General Bagiey asking his opinion in regard to the 
submission of the resolution for a constitutional convention? 

Mr. Balderston. My understanding is the secretary of state, who 
is a Republican, did that? 

Senator Dubois. Did not Mr. Borah write him, and was not the let- 
ter published? 

Mr. Balderston. That is possible, but I do not recollect it. There 
was a correspondence, but my recollection is it was between Gibson 
and Bagiey, although I may be mistaken. My recollection is not very 



Senator Dubois. I thought his answer was directed to Mr. Borah. 
Mr. Balderston. You may be right, but I think it was the other way. 
The Chairman. Who introduced this resolution in the senate? 
Mr. Balderston. A man named Clark. 
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The Chairman. A gentile or a Mormon ? 

Mr. Balderston . A Mormon. They call him Bishop Clark. I 
suppose he is occapying the position of bishop in Bear Lake County. 

Toe Chairman. You say it was hurried through. What do you 
mean bv that? \ 

Mr. Baldekston. Well, it was introduced very late. The matter 
was not discussed in the senate, so far as I could ever learn. 

The Chairman. How do you mean ? Was it late in the day or late 
in the session! 

Mr. Balderston. Late in the session. 

The Chairman. And was never discussed, so far as you know? 

Mr. Balderston. So far as I know it was never discussed at all. 
In fact, it passed the senate without any of us getting any knowledge 
of it. 

The Chairman. And do you know to what committee it was referred 
in the house? 

Mr, Balderston. No, I do not. It passed the senate— I have not 
been able to get that record here in Washington. I thought I could: 
but in the statutes I find that it passed the senate on the 2d, and passe. 1 
the house on the 4th. 

The Chairman. Two days after? 

Mr. Balderston. Yes. 

The Chairman. You speak of one conversation with Apostle Smith. 
Mr. Balderston. Yes. 

The Chairman. And but one? h that the only conversation you 
had with him? 

Mr. Balderston. As far as I recollect, that is the only con vera*- . 
tion on the occasion of that visit. 

The Chairman. Do you know of his visiting the legislature after 
that at all , or having anything to do with it, either from observation 
or from what you heard \ 

Mr; Balderston. So far as I know, that wan his only visit in Boise 
during that session. 

The Chairman. While he was there, did he visit the members of 
the legislature? That is, do you know anything about it? 

Mr. Balderston. He was about with them in the evening, and 
talking with members of the legislature in the hotel lobbies. I don't 
know whether he went up to the legislature or not. 

The Chairman. But the subject of the conversation you know 
nothing about. 

Mr. Balderston. No; I have no knowledge what he may have said 
to others at all. 

The Chairman. How long did he remain ihere? 

Mr. Balderston. It seems to me he was there two or three days, 
but 2 have no distinct recollection on that point. 

The Chairman. Before or after the passage of this resolution? 

Mr. Balderston. It was before the passage. 

The Chairman. Did he remain until it passed? 

Mr. Balderston. No; I think not. 

Mr. Worthinston. Mr. Bakierstoa, do I understand you correctly, 
that you assisted in or agreed with the repeal of the test oath attempted 
in Idaho? 

Mr. Balderston. I did not quite catch your question. 
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Mr. Worthington. I understand you to say that you were one of 

those who agreed that the teat oath in Idaho should be repealed. , 
Mr. Balderston. Yes; I was one of them. I contributed toward it. 
Mr. Worthington. Do I correctly understand you, that your idea 

was that those Mormons who were not living in polygamy should be 

restored to the franchise? , 
Mr. Balderston. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. And that those who were living in polygamy 
should remain disfranchised by the constitutional provision and the 
statutes enacted in pursuance of it? 

Mr. Balderston. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. When was th is that the test-oath law was repealed 
in Idaho? 

Mr. Balderston. As to non poly gam ists? 
Mr. Worthington. Yes. 

Mr. Balderston. That was in the session of 1893. 
Mr, Worthington. That was nearly three years, then, after the 
manifesto. 

Mr. Balderston. Nearly three years after the manifesto. , 

Mr. Worthington. You did, then, know that some Mormons were 
continuing to live with plural wives that they already had, notwith- 
standing the manifesto? 

Mr. Balderston. That was suspected, I might say. We did not 
know much about it 

Mr. Worthington. Was it mL then, the general reputation that 
some of them were continuing to live with their plural wives? 

Mr. Balderston. I can not say that it was, so far as I can recall. 

Mr. Worthington. If you did not know that any of them were 
continuing to live in polygamous relations, then why was it you wanted 
the legislation fashioned so that those wno were living in polygamy 
woulcT still be disfranchised and those whd were not should be allowed 
to vote? 

Mr. Balderston. The question as to whether or not all of them 
were going to obey the manifesto was still unsettled. We did not 
know. It was simply a matter of precaution. 

Mr. Worthington. Then the test-oath statute was not repealed 
because everybody understood that all the Mormons had given up 
both plural marriage and polygamous cohabitation ? 

Mr. Balderston. I do not quite catch that 

Mr. Worthington. The stenographer will read it. 

The stenographer read as follows: 

"Mr. Worthington. Then the test-oath statute was not repealed 
because everybody understood that all the Mormons had given up both 
plural marriage and polygamous cohabitation?" 

Mr. Balderston. rto: that was not the primary reason. 

Mr. Worthington. Where does the legislature of Idaho meet? 

Mr. Balderston. In Boise. 

Mr. Worthington. That is where you publish your paper? 
Mr. Balderston. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. I wish you would give me the date when that 
resolution for a constitutional convention passed the senate. 

Mr. Balderston. The 2d of March, 1893, is the date published in 
the session laws. 

Mr. Worthington. 1903, you mean? 
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Mr. Balderston. 1903. 

Mr. Worthington. And when did it pass the house? 
Mr. Balderston. On the 4th of March. 
Mr. Worth ington. There were two days intervening? 
Mr. Balderston. There were two days intervening, according to 
that record. 

Mr. Worthtngton. Did you, or vour newspaper, or any of your 
reporters or agents there know that it passed tne senate on the day it 
passed, or were) you asleep? 

Mr. Balderston. I guess we were all asleep. We did not know 
it until it passed the house. 

Mr. Wokthington. You did not know anything about it, although 
it was right therein the open session? 

Mr. Balderston. Notwithstanding we were on the watch for it, and 
had been for six or seven years. It was very pointed to me, the fact 
that we missed it. 

Mr. Worthington. 1 understand you to say, however, that when 
you did wake up you held some counsel with some other gentlemen 
who thought as Vou did about it, and you agreed you would keep 
quiet about it until the time approached for the election. 

Mr. Balderston. Yes; until the time approached. In other words, 
we would not begin an agitation right away. We saw we had a fight 
coming. 

Mr. Worthington. You also said you felt certain you could beat it. 

Mr. Balderston. We felt certain we could beat it 

Mr. Worthington. Do you agree with what Mr. Jackson said here — 
that in Idaho everything is done that the Mormons want done? 

Mr. Balderston. What was Mr. Jackson's statement? 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Jackson said that in Idaho everything the 
Mormons want to have done is done, whether by the Democrats or the 
Republicans. 

Mr. Balderston. They certainly did not get this constitutional con- 
vention. 

Mr. Worthington. You say you were satisfied you could beat the 
constitutional convention ? 

Mr. Balderston. We were satisfied we could beat it, but we real- 
ized we had to fight. 

Mr. Worthington. You believed the Mormons wanted it? 

Mr. Balderston. Yjte were satisfied about it. 

Mr. Worthington. And vou believed that John Henry Smith had 
come down there and had tned to obtain it? 

Mr. Balderston. I believed he was using his influence. 

Mr. Worthington. You felt satisfied you could beat the church? 

Mr. Balderston. We could beat the church. I thought; yes. 

Mr. Worthington. What is the name of tne attorney -general of 
the State who gave that opinion ? 

Mr. Balderston. John A. Bagley. 

Mr. Worthington, Do you know what his position in the church is? 
Mr. Balderston. No; I do not. 

Mr. Worthington. Or whether he has any except that of a layman? 

Mr. Balderston. I don't know. 

Mr. Worthington. Is he still living in Boise? 

Mr. Balderston. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. He is still a member of the church, as far as 
you know? 
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Mr. Balderston. As far as I know he is still a member of the 
church. 

Mr. Worthington. In good standing? 

Mr. Balderston. Injjood standing, as far as I know. 

Mr. Worthington. The fact that he 'rendered an opinion which 
defeated what the church wanted has not harmed him as far as you 
know? 

Mr. Balderston. The point is that the Mormon Church wanted the 
opinion. 

Mr. Worthington. You say the Mormon Church, after getting the 
constitutional convention, wanted it beaten ? 

Mr. Balderston. They did not welcome the fight. 

Mr. Worthington. Where do you get your information on that 
subject? 

Mr. Balderston. That is merely a matter of inference from the 
general situation out there* 
Mr. Worthington. I see; more atmosphere. 
Mr. Balderston. Yes; more atmosphere. 

Mr. Worthington. You say your newspaper is the leading news- 
paper of the State. I do not question that at all, Mr. Balderston. 

Mr. Balderston. I do not think I said that. 1 said some others 
designate it as such. 

Mr. Worthington. I think Mr. Jackson designated it as the organ 
of the Republican party of that State. Have you at any time been the 
constituted organ of the Republican party in that State? 

Mr. Balderston. We deny that allegation. 

Mr. Worthington. The atmosphere on that subject that he was 
immersed in was not reliable then ? 

Mr Balderston. That Mr. Jackson was immersed in? 

Mr. Worthington. Yes. 

Mr. Balderston* Well, I don't immerse in the same atmosphere 
with him/ 

Mr. Worthington. Now, you say that you have no definite infor- 
mation on the subject of living in polygamy in Idaho, but it seems to 
have increased. Tell us what information you have on the subject. 

Mr. Balderston. My information is hearsay information, coming 
from people living about through the Mormon counties, men who have 
the reputation of being honorable, honest men, who come to me and 
tell me that they find families about through their counties, that there 
are no names for them, and such things as that. 

Mr. Worthington. Did you hear President Budge's testimony here 
as to the number of men who were living in polygamy in his county of 
Bear Lake? 

Mr. Balderston. No; I did not hear it. 

Mr. Worthington. Twenty in his county, for instance. Has any- 
body informed you whether it is more or less than that— anybody who 
presumes to know about it? 

Mr. Balderston. People who presume to know claim there are a 
great many more than that. I don't know anything about it. These 
things are affirmed and denied. 

Mr. Worthington. They are both affirmed and denied and you do 
not know which is correct? 

Mr. Balderston. I can't pass judgment on it; no. 
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Mr, Worthington. Do you know whether or not the Mormon popu- 
lation—the total number of the Mormons— has increased in Idaho? 

Mr. Balderston. Yes; the total number of Mormons has increased 
very considerably. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you any acquaintance yourself, any per- 
sonal knowledge, of any polygamous household in Idaho in which the 
plurality of wives was not created. before the manifesto? 
Mr. I Jalderston. 1 have no personal knowledge on that subject; no. 
• Mr. Worthington, About this straight tip business, Mr. Balder- 
ston. I gathered from what vou have said that you never went with 
any of these parties of politicians who went down to Salt Lake to get 
what my friend has designated a straight tip. 
Mr. Salderston. No; I never went with them. 
Mr, Worthington. But you say that in the elections generally the 
representatives of each party go there, and each returns with the 
information that the Mormon Church is on his side. 

Mr. Balderston, That is the broad rule. They come back encour- 
aging their friends—that it is all right— that everything is all right. 
That is the manner in which they talk, as a rule. 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Jackson was the leader of the Democratic 
party for some years, was he not? 

Mr. Balderston. Mr. Jackson has been prominent in the Demo- 
cratic party for some years. 

Mr. Worthington. He has been the chairman of your State Demo- 
cratic committee, has he not? 
Mr. Balderston. During this last campaign only. 
Mr, Worthington. Do you know whether Mr. Jackson ever came 
back and reported, "It is all right; the Mormons are with us?" 
Mr. Balderston. I never heard Mr. Jackson say that. 
Mr. Worthington. Was the atmosphere of the State to that effect? 
Mr. Balderston. That Mr. Jackson felt that way ? 
Mr. Worthington* Yes; that Mr. Jackson had been to Salt Lake 
City and said, "We af% all right; the Mormons are with us," or any- 
thing to that effect. 

Mr, Balderston. I don't think Mr. Jackson managed any other 
campaign than this one this year. , 
Mr. Worthington. That is not what I asked. 1 asked you whether 

he went down 

Mr. Balderston. 1 have no knowledge of his going at all. 
Mr. Worthington. Who were these gentlemen who went down, 
say, on the Democratic side, and came back and said the Mormon 
Church was with them? 
Mr. Balderston. On the Democratic side? 
Mr. Worthington. Yes; take them first. 

Mr. Balderston. 1 would have to go back and get the list of the 
Democratic chairmen. I say as a rule, 
Mr. Worthington. Every one of them? 

Mr. Balderston. I will not say every one of them went; but I say 
that has been the general rule. 
Mr. Worthington. On both sides? 

Mr. Balderston. I remember in the campaign four years ago there 
Was a great deal of talk about some Democratic leaders visiting Salt 
Lake. There was a good deal of recrimination about it. They were 
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men who were not chairmen, either. They were simply prominent 
Democrats, supposed to have been sent down by the chairman. 

Mr. Worthington. Was it the general reputation in the State that 
in these campaigns the Morman Church was aiding the Democratic 
party to beat the Republicans, and at the same time aiding the Repub- 
licans to beat the Democrats? 

Mr. Balderston. Well, the people who seemed to get the smaller 

Sroportion of the Mormon vote generally claimed that the Mormon 
hurcb had helped the other side. 

Mr. Worthington. I see. After the election, and after finding out 
their attitude, then they say the Mormons must have been on the other 
side. 

Mr. Balderston. I say that is the practice of people there very 
largely. They found put on which side they were. 

Mi'. Wokthington. Do you know Mr. B. H. Roberts, a gentleman 
of the Mormon faith ? 

Mr. Balderston. I have met Mr. Roberts, but very casually. I 
can't say I know him. 

Mr. Wokthington. Do you not know that he was in your State 
during this last election, 1904, making political speeches? 

Mr. Balderston. It has passed out of my mind if I ever knew it. 

Senator Dubois. Do you not think it would be rather an absurd 
proposition for Mr. B. H. Roberts, during the last campaign, to have 
aided the Democratic ticket in Idaho? Do you not think it would be 
absurd on its face? 

Mr. Balderston. It would be entirely absurd. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you remember Mr. Roberts being there in 
1902 making speeches? 

Mr. Balderston. I can not tell. I think he has been in the State 
at some time, but I would not undertake to say what year. 

Mr. Worthington. Were you in the constitutional convention of 
Idaho which framed the State constitution? 

Mr. Balderston. No. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Balderston, is not the present attorney -general 
of Idaho reputed to be a polygamist ? 
Mr. Balderston. It is so charged. 

Mr. Tatler. Is he not reputed to have taken a plural wife in the 
last two or three years? 
Mr. Balderston. It is so charged. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Balderston, why did you favor repealing the 
Idaho statutes, which disfranchised the Mormons? 
Mr. Balderston. That is, the nonpolygamous Mormons? 
Senator Dubois. Yes; why did you favor it? 

Mr. Balderston. I favored it because I believed the Mormon Church 
was absolutely sincere in its manifesto, and that under those circum- 
stances it was wise and right for the people of Idaho to be generous 
toward the members of the Mormon Cnurch. 

Senator Dubois. Did you understand by their manifesto and the 
plea for amnesty, that they had pledged themselves to cease polyga- 
mous living and dictation in politics? 

Mr. Balderston. Both* 

Senator Dubois. In which proposition were the people of Idaho the 
most interested, and which did they object to the most— the polyga- 
mous living or the church dictation in politics— regardless of party ? 
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Mr, Balderston. I could not tell. Some people were most inter- 
ested in the dictation in politics. They were also very much interested 
in the question of polygamy. 

Senator Dubois. But* generally speaking, the non-Mormons were 
bitterly opposed to both, were they not? 

Mr. Balderston. They were bitterly opposed to both. 

Senator Dubois. Did the non-Mormons of Idaho generally share 
your opinion that the Mormons were sincere and would cease polyga- 
mous living and church dictation in politics? 

Mr. Balderston. Yes; I think that conviction became almost uni- 
versal among non-Mormons. I know very few who held out against 
that idea. 

Senator Dubois. Was that conviction so strong that both parties 
asked for the repeal of the statute which disfranchised them? 

Mr. Balderston. That conviction was shared by both parties, I 
don't know whether both parties took official party action on it or not. 

Senator Dubois. Was there any opposition in the legislature which 
repealed these statutes — to its repeal ? Was any opposition manifested, 
by speakers in the legislature, or by votes in the legislature, against 
the repeal of th is statu te ? 

Mr. Balderston. To the best of my recollection there was none 
at all. 

Senator Dubois. So that the Gentiles of Idaho were practically all of 
the opinion that the Mormon leaders were sincere; that they would live 
up to their promises to the Government? 

Mr. Balderston. That is the case. 

Senator Dubois. And that accounts for the unanimity with which 
they repealed the statutes? 
Mr. Balderston. Yes. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You say it is reputed that Bagley has recently 
taken a plural wife since the manifesto. From whom does that repute 
come to you? 

Mr. Balderston. I don't know that I could give any particular 
source. It was whispered about during the last Republican convention. 
Mr. WoRTiiiNCTON. Does he live in Boise? 
Mr. Balderston, Yes; he has made his home in Boise. 
Mr. Worthinoton. And you live there? 
Mr. Balderston. Yes; I live there. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You have no repute even as to who the alleged 
plural wife is? 
Mr. Balderston. No. 
Mr. Worthinoton. Nor where she lives? 

Mr. Balderston. 1 have heard it is in Portland and I have heard it 
is in Spokane; but I don't know anything about it. 
Mr. Worthinoton. Spokane in Washington State, you mean? 
Mr. Balderston. Spokane in Washington. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do you understand that the manifesto, about 
which we have heard here so often, has anything to say about the dic- 
tation of the church in politics or anything else? 

Mr. Balderston. I am not clear on that subject; but the auestion 
of dictation cam#up in connection with the division on partv lines, so 
that the two questions have always gone along together. I have not 
read that manifesto in a long time, and I don't know whether it is in 
there or not. 
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Mr. Wobthington* You can not say whether the manifesto refer*' 
to dictation in politics or not f 

Mr. Baldebston. No, I would have to go back and read it. The 
questions have been so linked together in thirteen years that I don't 
know whether it refers to it or not, 

Mr, Wobthington. The atmosphere has put it there, I suppose? 

Mr. Baldebston. Yes, That question of dictation became the para- 
mount question when I was at Salt Lake. 

Mr. WoBTHiNGTON. You say the non-Mormons of both parties arc 
bitterly opposed to church dictation. Have the representatives of 
the different political parties who have gone down to Salt Lake City 
to get the church to give them a straight tip been Mormons or non- 
Mormons generally ? V 

Mr. Baldebston. They have been both. 

Mr, Wobthington. Which has been the majority? 

Mr. Baldebston. I think the managers have generally been non- 
Mormons. 

Mr. Wobthington. And of both parties? 
Mr. Baldebston. Yes; of both parties. 

Mr. Wobthington. They have gone down to Salt Lake City to get 
the help of the church ? 
Mr. Baldebston. Yes. 

Mr. Wobthington. And they are all opposed to the church inter- 
fering? 

Mr. Baldebston. Not those particular men. 

Mr. Wobthington. Oh! The representatives of the parties are in 
favor of church interference and the parties they represent are opposed 
to it. Is that it? 

Mr. Baldebston. That is just about the size of it. 

Mr. Wobthington. Then they do not represent. Do you know of 
any case in which a chairman of a party in Idaho, Democratic or 
Republican, has been called to account by those whom he represented 
because he went down to get the church to interfere in their behalf? 

Mr. Baldebston. No; not that he has been called to account in any 
official way, 

Mr. Wobthington. Has he been deprived of his f unction as a rep- 
resentative of the party ? 
Mr. Baldebston. No. 

Mr. Wobthington. Nobody makes a row out there until they find 
out that the Mormons have voted the other way. Is that it? 

Mr. Baldebston. No; I would not put it just that way. 

Mr. Wobthington. It comes pretty pear that, does it not? 

Mr. Baldebston. The people don't like it. They would rather that 
their managers would keep away from Salt Lake. 

Mr. Wobthington. Do you know whether they have interfered 
with their managers? 

Mr. Baldebston. No; they have not, so far as I know. 

Mr. Wobthington, Have you understood that of late the Mormon 
Church has been aiding the Republican party in Idaho? 

Mr. Baldebston, How is that? 

Mr. Wobthington. Ha vejrdu understood that oh late the Mormon 
Church has been aiding the Republican party in Idaho? 
Mr. Baldebston. It has been charged that it has. 
Mr. Wobthington. Did you believe it? 
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Mr. Balderston. I know that the majority of the Mormon people 
in Idaho have supported the Republican party. 

Mr. Worthington. Everybody knows that. The question about 
which this committee seems to be concerned is whether or not they 
have been doing that at the dictation of the church ? 

Mr* Balderston. I think they have been doing it with the influence 
of prominent members of the church. Whether it is the dictation of 
the church or not I am not going to say. 

Mr, Worthington. How long have they been doing that? 

Mr. Balderston. For two or three years. 

Mr. Worthington. In the last campaign which party did your 
paper support? . 
Mr. Balderston. The Republican party. 

Mr. Worthington. And you did it believing that the leading mem- 
bers of the church would support it? 
Mr. Baldbr8TON. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. Did you, in your paper, come out in opposition 
to the church helping your party ? 
Mr. Balderston. Very powerfully, to the best of our ability. 
Mr. Worthington. When did you do that? 
Mr. Balderston. About eighteen months ago. 
Mr. Worthington. I am speaking of this year. 
Mr. Balderston. No; not in the campaign of this year. 
Mr. Worthington. Not in the campaign of this year? 
Mr. Balderston. No. 

Mr; Tatler. Then I understand you, Mr. Balderston, to say that 
the people of the State of Utah and the representative people of the 
State of Idaho, outside of the Mormons, with practical unanimity resent 
what they say is interference by the Mormon Church in the politics of 
the State. Is that what I understand? 

Mr. Balderston. They resent it if they have reason to believe it 
occurs. It is something they are on guard against. There is a great 
deal of dispute as to whether the church is interfering or not at any 
particular time. 

Mr. Tatler. Is it the general opinion, as you gather it, of the non- 
Mormons of the State or Idaho that the church is or has been inter- 
fering in the politics of the State? 

Mr. Balderston, I think a majority opinion is that way; but that 
is merely an opinion of my own. Some people think the church has 
not dictated. A great many think it has. 

Mr. Tatler. It is your opinion onlv that I asked for. 

Mr. Balderston. Yes, my opinion is that way. 

Mr. Worthington. Just one thing more, Mr. Balderston. The 
majority of the people in Idaho are non-Mormon? 

Mr. Balderston. They are non-Mormon, 

Mr. Worthington. And you say the great body of the non- Mormons 
are opposed to the interference of the church in the State? 

Mr. Balderston. Yes: that is my opinion of it. 

Mr. Worthington. Then it can not be that what Mr. Jackson said 
here is true, that the Mormons get everything they want in the State? - 

Mr. Balderston. The Mormons heretofore have come pretty near 
getting everything they want 
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Mr. Worthington. How do you make that stand with what you 
said just now, that the people are opposed to the Mormons dictating 
in the matter and then doing what tne Mormons dictate ? 

Mr. Balperston. I say they are opposed to it when they believe 
the Mormon* are dictating. Inhere is a dispute as to whether they are 
dictating, and then the people are divided. 

Mr. Worthington. When there is a dispute as to whether the Mor- 
mons are dictating, do they go and do what the Mormons dictate? 

Mr. Balderston. Sometimes vhey do, when they think they 8 re 
going to get some political advantage out of it. 

The Chairman. Who is your next witness, Mr. Tayler? 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Nelson. 

TESTIMONY OF A. C. KELSON. 

A. C. Nelson, being duly sworn, was examined and testified' as 
follows: 

Mr* Tatleb. What are your initials, Mr. Nelson? 

Mr. Nelson. A. C. Nelson is my name. 

Mr. Tayler. Where do you live? 

Mr. Nelson. In Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Tayler. How long have you lived there? 

Mr, Nelson. About four years. 

Mr. Tayler. How long have you lived in Utah? 

Mr. Nelson. Forty years. 

Mr. Tayi,er. Are you a Mormon ? 

Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir. 

Mr* Tayler. Were you born in the faith? I mean were your 
parents both Mormons? 
Mr. Nelson. My parents were Mormons; yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. Wnat official position do you hold? 
Mr. Nelson. I am State superintendent of public instruction. 
Mr. Tayler. That is a political position ? 
Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. I mean were you elected? 
Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. At the polls? 
Mr> Nelson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. When were you elected? 
Mr. Nelson. In 1900. 
Mr, Tayler. For what period? 
Mr. Nelson. For four years. 
Mr. Tayler. Were you reelected this last fall? 
Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. What position, if any, do you hold in the church? 
Mr. Nelson. I am a member of the church. 
Mr. Tayler. Merely a member? 
Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Were you ever anything but a mere member ? 
Mr. Nelson* Years ago 1 held a position as teacher in the gunday 
school. 

Mr. Tayler. You were never a bishop? 
Mr. Nelson. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You have held no other position than elder and teacher ? 
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Mr. Nelson. Not ecclesiastical positions. I had charge of the 
Latter-Day Saints' Seminary, or school, but I have held no church 
position. 

Mr. Tayler. In 1900 you were appointed superintendent of public 
instruction, did you say? 

Mr. Nelson. I was elected. 

Senator Dubois. At the general election? 

Mr. Nelson. At the general election. 1 was not appointed. 

Mr. Tayler. What is the title? That is what J am seeking. 

Mr. Nelson. State superintendent of public instruction. 

Mr. Tayler. That is to say, the public schools in the State are 
under your direction? ■ < 

Mr. Nelson. The public schools of the State of Utah are under the 
general direction of the State board of education. The State super- 
intendent has general supervision of the schools. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you made any investigation 

The Chairman. Let me ask you right there, Mr. Nelson, in order 
to have it clear', What are your duties as superintendent? 

Mr, Nelson. My duties as superintendent are to inspect the schools 
of the State once each year — that is, to visit each county and the most 
prominent schools in the county— to report biennially to the legislature 
the results of my experiences, the condition of the schools, and to make 
such general recommendations for their improvement as my judgment, 
through the observations made, would direct. 

The Chairman, And how manv of those schools are there in the 
State? 

Mr. Nelson. Public schools? /• - 

The Chairman. Yes; that you visited? 

Mr. Nelson. 1 have visited all of the counties according to the 
requirements of the law. 
The Chairman. Proceed, Mr. Tayler. 
Mr. Tayler, How many schools are there? 

Mr. Nelson. There are 280 school districts in our State. There 
are 606 school buildings, and of course it would be quite impossible 
for me to visit all those Wildings; but, as I said, I have visited each 
county, and usually visit from three to four schools in each county. 

Mr. Tayler, How manv school districts? 

Mr. Nelson, Two hundred and eighty school districts. 

Mr. Tayler. In the city districts and larger communities there will 
be several buildings in a school district, I suppose, which is the occa- 
sion for the larger number of buildings? 

Mr. Nelson. Yes; Salt Lake City, for instance, consists of one dis- 
trict only, and there may be 30 to 35 or 40 buildings. 

Mr, Tayler. Have you made any investigation recently as to the 
extent to which religion classes are conducted in the several schools 
over which you have supervision? 

Mr, Nelson. School houses? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes; schoolhouses. 

Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler, Have you completed your investigation ? 
Mr. Nelson. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. What proportion of the schools have you investigated ? 
Mr. Nelson. Early in October of this year I sent out letters, request- 
ing information on the holding of religion classes in schoolhouses, to 
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all of the city and countv superintendents throughout tbe State, 30 in 
number. All have replied but three. I have written those three sev- 
eral times, but I have failed to secure a response. 
Mr. Tayler. What three are those? 

Mr. Nelson. Three who have not responded are the county super- 
intendents of Iron County, Weber County, and Tooele County. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you complete reports from those who have 
reported; that is, do they purport to be complete ? 

Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir; quite complete. 

Mr. Tayler. That is, I mean to say, if a county suprintendcnt has 
reported to you in answer to your inquiry, has he undertaken, accord- 
ing to his statement, to give you a full report as to the schools in 
his county or under his supervision? 

Mr. Nelson. I think in three cases the superintendents informed 
me that they could not give complete returns at that date. 1 had 
written, perhaps, the third communication, and in response they 
desired to make some sort of reply. 

Mr. Tayler. In how many school buildings, Mr. Nelson, do you 
find religion classes carried on ? 

Mr. Nelson. Well, I have found some more than 300 of those 
classes being held in schools. The information discloses that classes 
are always held after the dismissal of school. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you learn that any of them are held as early as 
half past 2 in the afternoon f 

Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir; from 2.30 until 4, the information is. 

Mr. Worthington. Does that mean the class begins at those hours, 
or sits in those hours? 

Mr. Nelson. The schools elose from those hours — from 2.30 to 4 — 
and the classes go into session immediately after adjournment. 

Mr. Tayler. If the school adjourns at 2.30, then the religion class 
would commence immediately after? 

Mr. Nelson. Would go into session; yes, sir; with perhaps an inter- 
val of five or ten minutes. 

Mr. Tayler. If they adjourn at 4, then would come the religion 
class? 

Mr. Nelson. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Can you tell me in what counties these classes are 
held? 

Mr. Nelson. With the exception of the three, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr* Tayler. I may ask you to give a list of those counties, if you 
will, without the trouble to do so now; but Jet me ask you this as typi- 
cal: How many religion classes are there in Utah County ? 

Mr. Nelson. In Utah County there are 26 school districts, and 8 
religion classes are being held in schoolhouses. 

Mr. Tayler. And in Cache County ? 

Mr. Nelson. In Cache County the superintendent reports 8 also out 
of 26 districts. 

Mr. Tayler. And what is the county in which Logan is situated? 
Mr. Nelson. Cache. This does not include Logan city . Logan city 
is a district itself , It is a city of the second class. 
Mr. Tayler. How many districts are there outside of Logan? 
Mr* Nelson. Twenty -six, 

Mr. Tayler. And in 8 of them there are religion classes? 

Mm, Swum. Ym; tUUw^d be in School building, and in warly 
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every building there are at least 8 classes, so that there would be at 
least 16 classes conducted in that county. 

Mr. Tatleb. Mr. Nelson, did jott have some discussion on tnis sub- 
ject with the editor of the Deseret News? 

Mr. Nelson. I think two or three days before the election of the 
school board, which occurred on December 8, 1 think, maybe the 7th, 
1 s m not sure 

The Chairman. What year, Mr. Nelson? « 

Mr. Nelson. The present year, this present month, one of the 
editors of the Deseret News, or one of the reporters, I don't know bis 
name, called me by telephone and said he would like an interview. 

The Chairman. I did not hear your answer, Mr. Nelson. 

Mr. Nelson. One of the editors of the Deseret News called me some 
time during the early part of December, stating that he desired an 
interview, and when I came he discussed briefly with me the condi- 
tions as they obtained in the State in regard to the religion classes, 
and I told him then that 1 had been conducting this investigation for 
some tfape. 

Mr. Tatleb. Is that all that occurred? 

Mr. Nelson. 1 gave him considerable of the information. 

Mr. Tatleb. You gave him this information ? 

Mr. Nelson. 1 gave him part of it My returns were not as com- 
plete then as they are now. 

Mr. Tatleb. Is at not a fact that you were informed at that time 
that an editorial was written or was about to be printed denying that 
religion classes were being conducted in the public school buildings! 

Mr. Nelson. I think the gentleman had made some notes to that 
effect 

Mr. Tatleb. And of course you showed him — - 

Mr. Nelson. I told him the truth in regard to the matter. Evi- 
dently he had no information. 

Mr. Tatleb. Have not some of the authorities criticised you for 
giving out this information of religion classes? 

Mr. Nelson. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. Not one of them? 
- Mr. Nelson. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. Or Governor Wells? 

Mr. Nelson. No, sir. That is, I did not take it in the nature of a 
criticism. Governor Wells met me one evening on the street, and he 
told me of an interview that he had had with a gentleman on the very 
subject of religion classes being conducted in the public schools. lie 
informed me that he had told the gentleman that he was telling some- 
thing that he did not know anything about, because those classes were 
not held. He came to me, and I said, " Governor. I must inform you 
that you are mistaken, that the gentleman evidently knew what he 
was speaking about" I did not take it that the governor had in any 
way censured me. 

Mr. Tatleb. Have you there in tabulated form the statement of the 
number of districts and the number of classes, so that you could give 
them to us without much delay ? 

Mr. Nelson. Yea, sir; I think so. I would like to ask that the 
counties that conduct no religion classes may be made part of the list 

Mr. Tatleb. Surely* 

S. Puc. m x 50-1, vol 2 *t 



olQ UD MOOT* 

Ml 1 . Nelson. Bearer County , 9 districts, no religion classes. 
Boxeider County, 80 districts, and 44 classes. 
Mr. VAtfCorr. Will you say "religion classes " when that is meant* 
so that there will be no doubt? 
Mr, Nelson. Yes, sir. 

Cache County, 26 districts, 16 religion classes. 
Carbon County, 11 districts, 2 religion classes* 
Davis County, 16 districts, 16 religion classes. 
Emery County, 12 districts, 20 religion classes. 
Garfield County, 10 districts; no religion classes are held* 
Grand County, 2 districts, no religion classes. 
Iron County, 7 districts, and no report. 
Juab County, 18 districts, 16 religion classes. 
Kane County, 6 districts, 8 religion classes. 
Millard County, 17 districts, 22 religion classes* 
Morgan County, 8 districts, 14 religion classes. 
Piute County, 8 districts, no religion classes. 
Rich County, 7 districts, 14 religion classes. 
" Salt Lake County, 86 districts, 12 religion classes. 
San Juan County, 2 districts, 2 religion classes. 
Sanpete County, 17 districts, 28 religion classes* 
Sevier County, 17 districts, 28 religion classes. 
Summit County, 17 districts, no religion classes* 
Tooele County, 12 districts, no report 
Uinta County, 16 districts, 16 religion classes. 
Utah County, 20 districts, 16 religion classes. 
Wasatch County, 9 districts, 16 rel igion classes. 
Washington County, 18 districts, 8 religion classes* 
Wayne uounty, 12 districts, 24 religion classes. 
Weber County, 13 districts! no report. 
Salt Lake City, 1 district, no religion classes. 
Logan, 1 district, 14 religion ( Classes. 
Provo, 1 district, no religion classes. 
Mr. Tayler. That is the answer to the question, is it? 
Mr. Nelson. I think so; yes, sir. That includes every school 
district 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Nelson, what produced this investigation? 

Mr. Nelson. I believe that I can answer that fully by being permitted 
to read my action on the whole question. 

Mi*. Tayler. Very well; we would be very glad to have it, if it is 
not too long. 

The Chairman. Is it very lengthy, Mr. Nelson? 

Mr. Nelson. No; it is just a snort document. 

The Chairman. I do not know but it might go into the record with- 
out reading. 

Mr. Tayler. You might state the substance of it 
Mr. Nelson. I would like to make a statement in regard to this, so 
that the committee may understand the whole situation. 
The Chairman. G6 on, Mr. Nelson. 

Mr. Nelson. Shortly after my election, in visiting the schools of 
Wasatch County, in company with Superintendent Aird, after school 
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I discovered that a religion class was being conducted in the public 
schoolhouse. I called toe superintendent's attention to the fact, and 
he concurred with me most heartily in thinking that it was a violation 
of the spirit of the constitution of the State. On my arrival at Salt 
Lake City I interviewed the attorney-general in regard to the matter, 
and I found that according to the sectifcn Of lawyne entertained the 
idea that there was nothing in the use of the schoolhouse for that pur- 
pose that was contrary to the statutes of the State of Utah. He so 
informed me, by reading section 1822 of the revised statutes of Utah. 

Mr. Tatler. I have it here. If you have it there, read it 

Mr. Nelson. I have it here: 

"It"— 

The school board, I presume— 
"may permit a schoolhouse, when not occupied for school purposes, 
to be used for any purpose which will not interfere with the seating 
or other furniture or other property, and shall make such charges for 
the use of the same as they may decide to be just; but for an v such use 
or privilege the district shall not be at any expense for fuel or other- 
wise." ; " ; * _ 

After I had ascertained the attorney-general's opinion in regard to 
the matter I received occasional communications from citizens through- 
out the State protesting against the use. I think in two cases I 
informed those gentlemen of the attorney-general's opinion. On 
December 20, 1902, the attorney -general cave a written opinion to 
Mr. R. W. Barnes, of Kaysville, Davis County, in which he stated 
that it was his opinion that the school boards had the legal right to 
permit the use of the schoolhouses for such purposes. I took issue 
with the attorney -general at the time that he led me to believe, or 
told me rather, that it was his opinion that those classes were con- 
ducted legally, but I said nothing in regard to the matter last year of 
any consequence. This year, however, a statement was made at one 
of the general conferences that attracted my attention. 1 was not at 
the conference to hear it. I don't know that I can repeat what it con- 
tained, but the newspapers immediately began to make comments 
upon the statement, and letters came to our office in rapid succession; 
and I sent out, as I stated, letters of inquiry to the school officers 
throughout the State. 

Mr. Tattler. We are left a little in the dark. What was the sub- 
stance of the statement made at the general conference? 

Mr. Nelson. The statement was this. President Anthon H. Lund, 
in speaking on religion classes, I think conveyed the idea that the 
Mormon people believed that they had the right, by law, to secure the 
use of the schoolhouses for religion-class purposes. That is not the 
language, but I thi n k that is the thought. 

Mr. Tatler. We now understand it. 

Mr. Nelson. That was the first thing I had heard in public in regard 
to the conducting of those classes— that is, in a public gathering of 
such importance and such magnitude. As soon as my returns, or the 
great majority of them, were in I sent out to the members of the school 
board this letter, which I would like to read. 

Mr* Tatler. We will be glad to have you read it 



Mr. Nafta*. It is as follows: 

State of Uteh* Department of Public Instruction, Salt Lake (Sty, Utah. 
Official letter. A. C. Nelson, Superintendent 

Saut Lakjb Crrr, Utah, December $ $ 1904* 

lb the school superintendent* and the 

sohcdboardeof the State of UtaL 

Gentlemen: For some time past 'this ojffice has been almost eon- 
stantly in receipt of letters from citizens in different parts of the State 
protesting against the use of pnblio school buildings for religion-class 
purposes. In order to ascertain with certainty the prevalence of this 
use of the public school buildings, letters of inquiry were sent from 
this office to nil of the county and city school superintendents. The 
replies received convey the information} 

First That the religion classes are conducted in a large number of 
pubhc schoolhouses throughout theState. 

Second. That these religion classes are held immediately after the 
close of the school; and from further information it is found that not 
infrequently the regularly employed teacher of the school is also the 
teacher of tne religion classes. 

Permit me to can your attention to section 1, article 10 of the con- 
stitution of the State of Utah, It reads as follows: 

"The legislature shall provide for the establishment and maintenance 
of a uniform system of public schools, which shall be open to all chil- 
dren of the State; and be f ree f i^ni sectarian cont^ 

Section 1848 of the Revised Statutes of Utah, 1898, is also pertinent 
to the question at hand. It says: 

" No atheistic, infidel, s^tarian. religious, or denominational doc- 
trines shall be taught in any of the district schools of this State. # Moral 
instruction tending to impress upon the minds of the pupils the impor- 
tance of good manners, truthfulness, temperance, purity, patriotism, 
and industry shall be given in every district school, and all such schools 
shall be free from sectarian control." v. . . . . 

It is evident that both the founders of the State constitution and the 
legislature which enacted the foregoing statute intended the public 
schools of Utah to be free from sectarian influences as well as from the 
influences of atheism and infidelity. They were in entire harmony, 
top, with the predominating American sentiment on this question. 
Even the propriety merely of rea^ the Bible in the public schools 
has been called into question, because readers can read and have read 
their peculiar religious vtews into scriptural quotations. The public 
school is designed as the common meeting ground of every child and 
youth of the land, regardless Of racb or station, creed or party. It 
must ever remain free from any influence or condition which would 
have a pudency to change its preeioainent position among the great 
institutions of a , , 

As school officers it is bur duty to guard against any condition wnicn 
might give an opportunity for sectarianism to enter into or influence 
our public school svstem. Wherever religion classes are held, before 
leaving the schoolhouse for the day the pupa receives religious as 
wdi as secular instruction, sometimes, too, from the same teacher. 
It is not to be expected that immature minds will discriminate clearly 
it to the respective functions of the school and the church in the 
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religion class work, but it is to be expected that * large percentage of 
the children will look lpon all of their class exercises as the school 
work of the dav* The religious teachings may be of the most whole- 
some and uplifting character, yet in a country like ours, where the 
right to worship according to the dictates of individual conscience has 
given rise to varied religious belief s v and where the schools are sup- 
ported by all taxpayers of the community, to hold children after the 
regular school hours of the day for the purpose of inculcating into 
their minds the doctrines of any religious creed must, of necessity, 
be more or less objectionable to the people of the community holding 
different religious views. 

The constitution and laws of the State emphatically declare that the 
public schools shall be free from religious or sectarian control. Such 
being the case, and the conditions as herein set forth obtaining, I am 
of the opinion, and you are hereby so advised, that the religion class 
work, when conducted in public school buildings, is in violation of the 
spirit of the constitution and the statutes of the State of Utah, 

Respectfully, 

A. C. Nblsoit, 
State Superintendent of Public Instruction. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you get any reports, Mr. Nelson, as to whether 
these religion classes were usually conducted by the regular teachers 
of the school, or have you any definite information on that subject? 

Mr. Nelson. The original letter that I sent out contained that qu es- 
tion; but I modified it, as I was in doubt whether or not that came 
within the province of my work. But these letters disclose the fact 
that in many cases the teachers are also the teachers of the religion class* 

Mr. Tayleb. Do you mean by that that so far as you know in most 
cases the teacher is the teacher of the religion class? 

Mr. Nelson. I think that to be safe I may say that in a great many 
cases. 

Mr. Tayleb. Of course the expression "a great many" would be 
wholly inconclusive if we did not Know what relation that had to the 
number that were not. 

Mfc Nelson. As I remember the reports, the superintendents of 
Cache County and Boxelder County and Sevier County made the state- 
ment that the public school teachers take charge of the classes, in 
most instances. Some of the superintendents made no reference at all. 

Mr. Tayleb. Then, so far as tne information came to you, you heard 
more frequently that teachers conducted these schools than that out- 
siders or others conducted them? 

Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Nelson, did you receive any information as to 
how often in a week the religion classes were conducted in the school? 
Mr. Nelson. Once a week. 

Mr. Van Cott. It was not, then, every school day? 
Mr. Nelson. Oh, no; once a week. 

Mr. Van Cott. The school days in Utah are five days in the week! 
Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. From Monday to Friday, both inclusive! 
Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Van Cott. Did you receive any information as to whether if 
two religion classes were conducted it would be of different grades? 

Mr. Nelson* It would be two grades; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. When was this matter first called to your attention, 
as to any religion classes being held in the pu blic school buildings ? 

Mr. Nelson. I think 1 made the statement- 
Mr. Van Cott. 1 just want to know the date* 

Mr. Nelson. 1 have not the date. 

Mr. Van Cott. Well, about 

Mr. Nelson. It was In 1901. It was during the first year of my 
administration as superintendent. 

Mr. Van Cott* Was that when you consulted the attorney-general? 

Mr. Nelson. I consulted the attorney -general immediately upon 
my return. 

Mr. Van Cott. At that time, I mean. 

Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. The attorney -general is an elective officer! 

Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is he a gentile? 

Mr. Nelson. Yea, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And always has been? 

Mr. Nelson. 1 think so; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Later on it was again called to your attention? 
Mr. Nelson. I think it has been called to my attention before this 
year, but 1 knew the attorney -general's attitude on the question. 
Mr. Van Cott. Did you sto to the attorney -general the second time? 
Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir; I have discussed Oie question with the 
attorney -general a great many times. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether the attorney-general has 
modified his views as to the legality of holding these religion classes 
in the public school buildings? 

Mr. Nelson. The attorney-general called me just a few moments 
before I boarded the train for Washington, and I read this letter to 
him. I had called on him previously, out could hot find him in. I 
read the letter over the telephone. He said: "That sounds very well, 
and it is written quite well; but," he said, "you may state to the Sen- 
ate committee on investigation that I am still of the opinion, notwith- 
standing your document, that the school boards have a legal right to 



there is an interval between the adjournment of school and the taking 
up of the class." 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that the same attorney-general? 

Mr. Nelson. It is, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Attorney-General Breeden? 

Mr. Nelson. Yes, sir* .. 

Mr. Van Cott. , By the way, has Mr* Smoot ever been present at 
any time when this matter has been up? ..... 
Mr. Nelson. Senator Smoot? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Nelson. Senator Smoot, I remember, called at my office two or 
three times. I am not certain when it was, but it was a short time 
before be came to Washmgton, now, for Congress. I was then work- 
ing on the reports of county superintendents, and I said this to 
him: "Senator, I am investigating the holding of religion classes in 
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public schools, and I believe it is contrary to law, and I am going to 
advise the trustees to that extent" As I remember it, he said: "Good; 
I am glad to hear it." 
Mr. Van Cott. That is all 

Mr. Tatlbr. Is that intended to be Senator Smoot's entry on the 
witness stand If 
Mr. Van Cott. Preliminarily. 

Mr. Worthington. It would be well enough in the course of the 
investigation to have his name mentioned once in a week at least. 

Mr. Tayler. It is a self-serving declaration of his opinion. 

The Chairman. Do you know, of your own knowledge, the character 
of this instruction f 

Mr. Nelson. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Or the text-books used! 

Mr. Nelson. No, Senator; I know nothing about that. 

The Chairman. You have read the opinion of Associate Justice 
Brewer on that queston, have you not, delivered some time ago, before 
he came onto the Supreme Court bench, about the use of schoolhouses 
for sectarian purposes? 

Mr. Nelson, in 1893 I was asked for an opinion in regard to the 
legality of the use of schoolhouses for dancing purposes 

Mr. Worthington. In 1893 or 1903? 

Mr. Nelson. 1903. I gave an opinion that it was contrary to law. 
I was reversed by the lower courts, and sustained by the supreme 
court; and the supreme court, in its argument, made use, undoubtedly, 
of this decision of Justice Brewer, to which you refer. 

The Chairman. That is in accord with your opinion, I believe! 

Mr. Nelson. I hope so. 

The Chairman. Justice Brewer and yourself agree, then. 
The committee will adjourn now, until to-morrow morning at 10 
o'clock. 

Mr. Nelson. May I ask a question. 
The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Nelson. I have just received word that I have a very sick child, 
and if the committee does not need me any further, I would like to 
leave. 

The Chairman. You may be excused to-night, Mr. Nelson. 
The committee (at 4 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) adjourned until 
Tuesday, December 20, 1904, at 10 o'clock a. m. 



Washington, D. C, December 00, 190^. 
The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Present: Senators Burrows (chairman), Pettus, and Dubois; also 
Senator Smoot; also R. W. Tavler, counsel for the protestants; A. S, 
Worthington and Waldemar Van Cott, counsel for the respondent, 
and Franklin S. Richards, counsel for certain witnesses. 

The Chairman. Have you anything further, Mr. Tavler? 

Mr. Tayler. I should like to ask a row questions of Mr. Smith, 
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THTDEOYY OF JOHH HSHBY SMITH — Beoalled. 

John Hbnrt Smith, having previously been duly sworn, was 
examined and testified as follows: 

,Mr> Tatler. Mr., Smith, I should like to ask you a question as an 
authority of the church. Is the taking of the endowments, so called, 
a necessary prerequisite to marriage in the temple, or in a temple of 
tl*e church if 

Mr. Smith. Well, really, no; not absolutely; and yet, in the main, 
yea. It is both " yes " and " no " to that question. 
. ilir. Tatler. Th$ I; ask you the question whether Mr. Sraoot could 
be an apostle without having taken the endowments ? 

Mr. Smith. He could have been; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Putting the question in this form: Could he, have been 
married to his wife for time and eternity without taking the endow- 
ments? 

Mr. Smith. There have been cases of that kind ; yes, sir* 
Mr. Taylor. It could occur now! 
Mr. Smith. It could possibly occur now. 
, Mr. Tayler. And does occur? 

Mr. Smith. I can not say as to that I presume not, however. 
Mr. Tayler. You presume not? 
Mr. Smith. Yes. 

Mr* Tatler. The inference, then, that we are to draw from your 
testimony in the case, is that you nave no knowledge at all on the 
subject as to whether Senator Smoot took the endowments? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir; I have no knowledge myself, but I have my 
belief in regard to that matter. 

Mr. Tatler. Your belief is that he did take them? 
, Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Would you as readily have voted to make him one 
of the apostles if you had known that he had not taken the endow- 
ments — — 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 
: Mr. Tatler. As if you knew that he had ? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; from my acquaintance with him. 

Mr. Tatler, That is all I want to ask. 

The Chairman. Previous to your becoming one of the apostles you 
took the endowments? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; I took the endowments. 

The Chairman. Do you know of any one of the apostles who has 
not? 

Mr. Smith. I do not, and I do not know as to their taking them. 
The Chairman. I understand. Mr. Worthington, do you wish to 
ask anyauestions ? 
Mr. Worthington. No; I have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 
The Chairman. Who is next, Mr. Tayler? 

TESTIMONY OF BENJAMHf B. HEYWOOD. 

Mr. Tatler. Call Mr. Heywood. 

Benjamin Bl Heywood, being duly sworn, was examined and testi- 
fied as follows: 

Mr. Tayler, Mr. Heywood, you are the United States iiarshal for 
the district of Utah? 
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Mr. Heywood. I have that honor: yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. How long have you been marshal! 

Mr. Hjkywood. I was appointed on the 28th day of January, 1902. 

Mr. Tayler. You have lived in the Territory how long? 

Mr. Hey wood. It has been my home practically all my life. 

Mr. Tayler. So that you are familiar with people and conditions 
in that State, are you ? ' 

Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Where do you live! 

Mr. Heywood. Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Tayler. How lone have you lived there! 

Mr. Heywood. I was horn there fifty years ago the 16th day of last 
September, and it has been my home practically all mv lire. Two 
vears of that time I lived in Oregon; a greater part of one year in 
Montana. 

Mr. Tayleh. Are you a Mormon! 

Mr. Heywood. I am not 

Mr. Tayleh. Were you ever! 

Mr. Heywood. I was baptized when I was 8 years old. 
Mr. Tayler. Except as to that baptism, have you been an adherent 
of the church! 
Mr. Heywood. Never. 

Mr; Tayler. You are not, then, an apostate of the church! 
Mr. Heywood. I do not so consider myself. 

Mr. Tayi.br. Under the direction of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 

Senate you were called upon to subpoena witnesses 

Mr. Heywood. I was. 

Mr. Tayler. To appear before this committee! 
Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Some of them you succeeded in finding and summon* 
Mr. Heywood. I did. 

Mr. Tayler. And others you did not. Will you tell us which of 
the witnesses whom you were called upon to subpoena were not found, 
or were found by you and are not here? First give us those whom 
you did not find at all. 

Mr. Heywood. Mr. Heber J. Grant. 

Mr. Tayler. Why did you not find him! 

Mr. Heywood. I learned that he was in England, supposed to be in 
Liverpool. That was the information furnished me by his wife. 
Mr. Tayler. England! 
Mr. Heywood. lea, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. Who else! 

Mr. Heywood. John W. Taylor. I could get no information as to 
his whereabouts at all. Called at his home. There was no one 
there. The blinds were drawn, and I made two calls. I did not 
find anyone there. 

Mr. Tayler. Where was his home! 

Mr. Heywood. In Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Tayler. What other effort did you make to find him! 

Mr. Heywood. I made some inquiries of prominent people there 
who, I thought, might possibly -know. It was generally reported that 
he had not been in the State for practically a year— general repute, 

Mr. Tayleh. And that is why you did not find him! 
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Mr. Hbywood. Yes, sir, 
Mr. Tayler. Now the next! 
Mr. Hbywoo®. Mr. Cowley. 
Mr. Tatler. Apostle Cowley f 
Mr. Hwrwooo. Apostle Cowley, 
Senator Dubois. What was Mr. Grant in the church ? 
Mr. Hbywood. Mr. Grant is a member of the quorum of the 
twelve apostles, as I understand it. 
Senator Dubois. And Mr. Taylor t 
Mr. Hey wood. The same. 
Mr. Tayler. What about IJr. Cowley f 

Mr. Hbywood. I called at his home twice; could get no information 
in regard to him. Mrs. Cowley was not at home. The maid came 
to the door and said Mrs. Cowley had gone. She did not know when 
she would return. Mr. Cowley was not at home, and she did not 
know where he was. I made some inquiries from people who, I 
thought, might possibly have knowledge as to his whereabouts with- 
out getting any information that would assist me in serving the 
subpoena. , # 

The Chairman. Did you get any information as to where he was, 
whether in this country or abroad ? 

Mr. Hbywood. I did not. Only a general rumor that the gentle- 
man was in Canada. 

Mr. Van Cott. Who was that, Mr. Taylor? 

Mr. Hbywood. Mr. Cowley. I made an effort to get Miss Hamlin, 
without any results. Well, it was convincing, as soon as you started 
on that case, that she was not in the district— could not b§ found. I 
could get no clue. , 

Mr. Tayler. How generally did you inquire— how earnestly and 
industriously did you endeavor to learn where she might be found? 

Mr. Hbywood. I was busy all the time— from the time I received 
those subpoenas until the time I started here, devoting most of my 
attention personally to it I had a very busy term of court, and I 
had to pay some attention to that, but I was personally engaged all 
the time and had others at work in different parts of the State. I 
was as diligent as I knew how to be. 

Mr. Tayler. You were so diligent that you satisfied yourself, for 
instance, as to Lillian Hamlin, that she was^not in the State? 

Mr. Hbywood. Absolutely. 

Mr. Tayler. And where did your inquiries lead you to believe she 
was? 

Mr* Hbywood. That she might be in New York or she might be in 
Mexico — old Mexico. 
Mr. Tayler. Who is the next? 

The Chairman. You spoke of Mr. Cowley. Is he one of the 
apostles? 
Mr. Hbywood. I so understand. 
The Chairman. Proceed, Mr. Tayler. 
Mr. Tayler. Who was the next? 

Mr. Hbywood. There was Mr. Winslow Fcrr and Sarah Graham 
Farr. 

Mr. Tayt.br. A^Tiere are they supposed to live? 
Mr. Hbywood. All the information I could get was that they had 
not been in Salt Lake City for a number of years, and that Mr. Farr 
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had not been there unless on a business trip for some time, and that 
he was probably in Mexico. I failed to get positive information as 
to where they were, 

Mr* Tayler. He had not been there recently f 

Mr. Haywood. I could get no information locating him there 
recently. 

Mr. Tayler. And Sarah A. Graham Farr, she was supposed to be 
where he was? 
Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. I mean she did not require a separate search! 

Mr. Heywood. No. _ 

Mr. Tayler. Who is next! , 

Mr. Heywood. Mary Bringhurst. I could get no information as 
to where she was. The supposition of the people who had lived in the 
neighborhood that had originally been her home was that she had 
gone to Mexico. 

Mr. Tayler. Where was her home? 

Mr. Heywood. Her home was originally in Murray, south of Salt 
Lake, 6 or 7 or 8 miles, down in what we call the Jordan part of the 
country. 

Mr. Tayler. Did she live in Taylorsville? 
Mr. Heywood. I do not so understand. 
Mr. Tayler. Did you learn how long she had been away? 
Mr. Heywood. Two years, some stated; eighteen months certainly; 
nobody positive. 
Mr. Tayler; Who was the next ? 

Mr. Heywood. Excuse me. Taylorsville was her home. There is 
a belt of country down there that is so closely identified, that runs 
right up together, that Murray and West Jordan and Sandy and Tay- 
lorsville practically occur in a man's mind together, but Taylorsville 
is the place. 
Mr. Tayler. Who is the next? 

Mr. Heywood. Steffenson. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you mean Ella C. Steffenson? 

Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir; I do not remember the name. I think 
there were thirteen I did not succeed in finding. I failed to get any 
clew, any recent clew, of ©11 ii Steffenson. 

Mr. Tayler. Where was her home, as you understood ? 

Mr. Heywood. I understood that her home was in Murray, that 
she had been seen in Logan within two months prior to my receiving 
the subpoenas. Another report was that she had been seen in Bear 
Lake Valley and also in Bear River Valley. 

Mr. Tayler. What effort did you make to find her ? 

Mr. Heywood. I sent two different deputies with the subpoena, on 
two different trips; made inquiry at Murray of people who knew her 
and knew her well. They said she had not been there for some time: 
did not know just how long; they did not have dates or anything of 
that kind as to when she was last seen* 

Mr. Tayler. Who is next? 

Mr. Heywood. Thomas Chamberlain. 

Mr. Tayler. Where was his home? 

Mr. Heywood. fiis home was at Kanab, Utah. 

I received those subpoonas on the afternoon of the 4th day of De- 
cember, which was Sunday, and Monday morning Mr. A. A- Gaboon 
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started from Salt L^ke City with subpoenas for Thomas Chamber- 
lain, of Kanab; Isaac Birdsall, Elsinore; >Mrs. Annie C. Thurber, 
Richfield, and a subpoena for records of the county clerk of Sevier 
County. I do not know his name. 

Mr Cahoon left Salt Lake the morning of the 5th, arrived at 
Marysvale, which is the terminus of the rai froad going into that part 
of the country, and the only road, the night of the 5th. 

Mr. Tattler. He was then heading for Kanab, the home of Cham- 
berlain ! 

Mr. Hetwood. Yes, sir. He left Richfield on the morning of the 
6th and drove to Panguitch. 
Mr. Tattler. How la? is that! 

Mi. Hetwood. Fifj^five mil^ B vary a mile or such a 
matter. If it is 50 mixes, and uphill, you can add 5 miles. 
' On the morning of the 7th tie left Panguitch, and by getting a 
relay of horses arrived in Kanab the morning of the 8th at 2 o'clock 
at night. 

Mr. Tatler. How long a drive is it! 

Mr. Hetwood; Seventy miles. 

Mr. Tatler. The whole distance is 120 miles! 

Mr. Hetwood. Making 120 miles. The next morning he made such 
inquiry as he could, ana satisfied himself that Mr, Chamberlain was 
in Provoi attending to a real estate deal; if not there^ that the busi- 
ness connected with that might possibly have taken him to Chicago. 
Mr. Cahoon came back to what is known as McDonald's ranch that 
night. That is a distance, the way he came, practically of 40 miles. 
While there he heard that Mr. Chamberlain's boy had left McDon- 
ald's ranch coming up; he was near the Kanab Canyon, a cut-off, 
and left McDonald's about two hours prior to that, going to meet his 
father, and he heard of the boy all the way ahead or him to the 
terminus of the railroad, and there he took the train and went north. 

Mr. Worthington. The boy or the marshal? 

Mr. Hetwood. The boy. The marshal came on and finished his 
service in Sevier County, subpoenaing Mr. Birdsall and Mrs. Thurber 
and the subpoena on the county clerk for the records. 

Mr. Tatler. Did you send a deputy to Provof 

Mr. Hetwood. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Tatler. And did your deputy find him! 

Mr. Hetwood. He did not. 

Mr. Tatler. Did you absolutely believe, however, that Mr. Cham- 
berlain was there f 

Mr. Hetwood. I got some information from the deputy that abso- 
lutely satisfied me he was there. - 

Mr. Tatler. And that he was evading and eluding the deputy— — 

Mr. WoRTHlNOTON. Mr. Tayler 

Mr. Van Corr. Do not lead him. 

Mr. WoRTlaiNOTON. I object to the testimony here of Mr. Cahoon 
through the testimony of this witness. Mr. Cahoon should tell it 
himself and be subject to cross-examination. Mr. Cahoon heard cer- 
tain things and he has repeated them to this witness. How many 
times they were repeated before they got to Cahoon we do not know. 
We have made no objection heretofore because it did not seem to 
amount to anything, but if you want to prove that witnesses are 
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evading processes I submit that you should prove it by somebody 
who knows something about the fact. 

Mr. Tayler. I am constantly confronted with the impression that 
the View of the other side is that we are trying a criminal case here. 
Some things we would expect them to admit in the interest of truth, 
but they have no disposition of that sort. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You say we have no such disposition! 

Mr. Tatubb. You have no disposition to admit the truth. 

Mr. Worthinoton. This question arises on Thomas Chamberlain. 

Mr< Tayler. I understand* \ - 

Mr. Worthinoton. It is the first time I ever heard of him, and 
this is all I have ever heard of him. This is an attempt to put smut 
on Senator Smoot by showing that Chamberlain has kept out of the 
way. I say if anything of that kind is to be put into the case it 
ought to be put in by evidence that comes a little nearer being worth 
something than this it?. 

Mr, Tayler. Now, Mi. Heywood, it was not Cahoon whom you 
senttoProvo? 

Mr. Heywood. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. I merely want to correct the record in that respect 
It was Mr. Donohue? 
Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And he reported his inability to find Mr. Chamber- 
lain there? 
Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. He was your deputy, sent there for that purpose t 
Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. I will ask you to state what return he made to 
you- 

Mr. Worthinoton. Was his return in writing? I beg your par- 
don. 

Mr. Tayler. Of his effort to subpoena this witness! 

Mr. WoRTHiNGTON. Did he make any written return! 

Mr. Heywood. He did. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you that! 

Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. I object, in the first place, to any statement, 
on the ground that the writing is the proper evidence. 

The Chairman. Mr. Worthington, this is not a trial at law ; it is 
not a lawsuit. It is an investigation — an inquiry. Suppose this wit- 
ness should testify that it was reported that Mr. Chamberlain left the 
night before, and that a certain person, naming him, said that before 
he left he stated that he was going away for the purpose of evading 
the subpoena. That would enable the committee then to call that 
witness. Of course this committee knows the difference between 
hearsay testimony and proof, and such testimony, of itself, will not be 
considered. But being an investigation, we have a right to follow up 
every trace that may lead to the discovery of proof upon a given 
point I think the witness may answer* 

Mr. Worthinoton. What I was objecting to is that he has a paper 
in his pocket, and without producing the paper he undertakes to tell 
the committee what is in it. I submit that ought not to be heard of 
even in an investigation as distinguished from a trial. 

The Chairman* Mr. Heywood, have you the return here! 
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Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Why not produce it! 

Mr. Tayler. I am sure I have no objection. 

The Chairman. Let us hare the return he made. 

(Mr. Heywood produced the return;) 

Mr. Tayler. Wnat is the paper you nave in your hand now t 

Mr. Heywood. Mr. Dononue's report of his effort to serve a sub- 
poena on Marion W. Merrill^ his efforts to serve Mary Daines, and his 
Crip to Provo to serve Mr. Chamberlain* 

Mr. Taylrr. We desire to have this return of the deputy marshal 
go in, either in the testimony of Mr. Heywood or by the return itself. 
I am wholly indifferent as to which way it goes in, but I thought it 
was best for this witness to report what efforts he made by his depu- 
ties and to base it upon their written return. 

The Chairman. Will you read % Mr. Tayler ? 

Mr. Worthinoton * Let us see the paper. [After examining paper*] 
It contains, besides the efforts of this deputy to find a witness that he 
was after, a great many things in the nature of gossip that he picked 
up here and there— what was said to him. 

Mr. Tayler. That is what you wanted. We were ready to give you 
the report, but you wanted the paper. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I did not say that I wanted the paper. I said 
that I objected, in the first place, to the witness giving the statement 
in the paper instead of the paper itself. I did not say I would not 
object to the paper. ^ , v . • 

Mr. Tayler. We wilt offer the whole paper now, and we will make 
that part applicable to the other cases wnen we reach them. 

The Chairman. Read it, Mr. Tayler; 

Mr. Tayler. Very well. However, I guess, before I read it, I will 
ask Mr. Heywood whom else he was called upon to serve! 
Mr. Heywood. You mean Mr. Donohuef 
Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Heywood. Marion W. Merrill, Mary Daines, Arthur Morning, 
Margaret C. Eccles Geddes^ or whatever the name was. 
Mr. Tayler. I will read it It is as follows: 

Salt Lake City, Utah, December H, 190k 

B. B. Heywood, United State* Marshal, 

Care of Daniel M. RansdeU, SergeanUat-Arms, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0* 

Dear Sir: In accordance with' your orders, I went to Richmond, 
Cache County, on Monday, December 5. When I got there every- 
thing at Apostle Merrill's was closed up, and, as the hotel was in the 
same block, I went to bed, and the first thins in the morning I 
served the subpoena on Apostle Marion W. Merrill. This was at 
7.80 o'clock. I went directly from there to the train, and no one in 
Richmond knew what my business was except the apostle and his 
wife, While serving the subpoena on the apostle, I drew his atten- 
tion particularly to that portion that commanded him to bring all 
books and papers in any way appertaining to the endowment cere- 
monies at the Logan Temple with him. 

At Logan I went to the hackmen and inquired if anv of them 
knew of Mary Daines. It was less than two hours since I had served 
my first subpoena, and I could not believe that the people could be 
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posted so quickly, but I could not get a particle of information front 
anvone. I went to the Eagle Hotel ; looked in the. directory, but 
could not find her name. I found the name of Franklin Daines, a 
student at the agricultural college, and called him up. He told me 
Mary Danies had left the country, but he did not know where she 
had gone. In my wandering around the town, I saw the Bethel 
Mission, and went in there and got my first information. The pastor, 
who is a new arrival, took me to a professional man who had lived 
in Logan for several years. He tola me that Mary Danies was re- 

Euted to be the plural wife of Joseph Morrell, the president of the 
ogan Stake: that she had had three children, two of them twins, 
born about three months ago/and that the Logan papers had not 
tried to hide it at all, and had made mention of the fact in an item 
of news. 

Frctan there I went to the Presbyterian minister's residence, and the 
Reverend Mr. Clemenson told me that Mary Danies used to be in the 
recorder's office at Logan and was prominent in Logan society. She 
left the office between two and three years ago and shortly after had 
a child, and it was given out that she was the plural wife of Mr. 
Morrell. I was unable to find the least trace of her in Logan and 
went on to Collinston and served my next subpoena on Arthur Morn* 
ing at 5.45 p. m. While on the train from Logan, and while waiting 
at Cache Junction, I noticed that all my movements were being foP 
lowed by a party who got off the train with me at Collinston. He 
claimed to he traveling for magazines, soliciting subscriptions. He 
had a few magazines m a bundle, but never solicited any subscrip- 
tions, so far as I could see, and that was the only baggage he had. 
Claimed that he was a resident of Seattle, born in New York. Owing 
to the crowded condition of the hotel we both had to occupy the same 
rooms. I immediately went up to the room and left my grip and 
overcoat, which had nothing in them, came downstairs, walked 
across to Mr. Morning's, and served my subpoena. When I returned 
the agent was walking up and down the street, evidently waiting for 
me. I went into the hotel and stayed there the balance of the even- 
ing. He asked me what business I was in and I told him mining, 
but had a party that I could not see until after dinner the next day. 
I caught the morning train to Ogden, went directly to the livery 
stable, and engaged a team and driver and went on to Plain City. 
Had a great dealof trouble in getting any trace of Margaret Cullen 
Geddes, or Eccles, but finally located the house that she owned, and 
inquired there for any trace of her, but was unable to get any. I 
finally found a party- who gave'me her address at 843 Canyon street, 
Salt Lake. Drove back to Ogden, and the first thing next morning 
served a subpoena on Mrs. Geddes. She denied that her name was 
Eccles, but said tfyat Mr. Eccles had been very good to her and had 
helped support her through friendship for her former husband. 

The subpoena on Mr. Lundstrom was served with very little bother. 
On Monday I went to Provo to serve the subpoena on Thomas Cham- 
berlain, of Kanab. While getting off the train I met Mr. Frank 
Pierce, of Salt Lake, who, in the course of conversation, said he was 
going there to meet Mr. Chamberlain, who was closing a deal for a 
large tract of land on the Provo Bench. I went with Mr. Pierce to 
the bank, where he was supposed to meet Chamberlain ; but as soon 
as my name was stated, nobody knew where Mr. Chamberlain was* 
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I went from there over to his lawyer's, W. E. Kydalch, who thought 
that Mr, Chamberlain had gone bade to Kanab, and went into a Ion* 
story of how he was anxious to close up his business as treasurer of 
Kane County, and had bean probably called back there on that 
account He said all this after admitting that they called Mr, Pierce 
down there to close up this business of the purchase of land in Provo. 
I went from there to the poet-office and inquired if they knew where 
Mr. Thomas Chamberlain got his mail. They informed me that it 
was against the regulations to gire out any information, I went to 
all the hotels, inquired at the livery stables, and could find no trace 
of him. I finallv found a hack man who knew where his wife lived. 
1 went up to the home of his plural wife, or at least of his Provo wife, 
and she said that she thought he went back to Kanab that morning. 
I told her that I knew he had not ; as I had come down from Salt 
Lake that morning and saw the train leave the depot and he was not 
on it I talked with her further and she said then that he had gone 
to Salt Lake, as in the morning he was not sure which way he would 
go when he left home. 

I went back to the lew office and to the bank, told them I was going 
back to Salt Lake, and I would like to have Mr. Chamberlain call 
me up on business connected with the Coconino mine. I left my 
'phone number at Salt Lake, came back to your office and had a talk 
with you, and in pursuance with your orders went home and prepared 
to return to Provo on the evening train. Just as I was getting 
ready to leave for the train I got a call from Mr. Chamberlain from 
Provo. I went right down to the train ; got into a hack and drove 
to Mr. Chamberlain's residence on my arrival at Provo. His wife 
informed me that he had not been there since I was in the morning: 
that she had no idea where he was, unless he was in Salt Lake. I 
told her that I knew he was in Provo, and that I presumed he was 
in the next room at the time; that they knew what he was wanted 
for— as a witness in the Smoot case. She admitted all this, but said 
he did not want to go. I told her it would be much better and save 
him and the Government a great deal of expense to allow the sub- 
poena to be served. Half a dozen of her children were in the room 
at the time, but none of them took anr part in the conversation. The 
most of them were young men. Sne informed me that they had 
their own opinion as to whether he should testify or not, and that 
they thought different from me as to whether he could be found. I 
still told her that it would be only a question of time until the sub- 
poena would be served, and it would be much better to have the whole 
thing over and settled, as the longer it was kept open the more people 
it would drag in. She said they would be very glad to see it settled, 
but they had no further information to give, and Mr. Chamberlain 
did not want to be served. After making a vain endeavor to get any 
trace of him or anyone who could give me any information regarding 
him, I came on home this morning and delivered the subpoena to the 
office, knowing it was useless to longer try to serve a subpoena on 
himself when he, his family, his bankers, his lawyers, and the whole 
community were trying to shield him. 

Very truly, yours, P. J. Donohub. 

Senator Pettus. Who is Mr. Chamberlain! 

Mr. Heywood. Mr. Chnml^erlhin is a man in the mercantile bnsi* 
ness in Kanab, Utah, He probably has other interests throughout 
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(he State. He is ft prominent busman man in the southern part of 
the State. 

The Chahuwan. Is he reputed to be a polygamist! 
Mr. Hbtwood, Yes, sir: he is so reputed. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Has he a definite repute in that respect as to the num- 
ber of his wires and the number of his ch ; Id ren I 
Mr. Hbtwood. I could not answer that, sir* 
Mr. Tatlbb. Who else, Marshal, is there! 

Mr. Hbtwood* Charlotte Rowberry. Her home was in Grants- 
ville, Tooele County. I sent a party out there with a subpcrna, vtho 
made every effort tnat he possibly could — inguired of the neighbors; 
saw the house where Charlotte Bowberry lived, what was known 
as her home; saw her mother, who said she had gone, was away; 
talked with practically a ne*t-door neighbor, who did not know 
where she Was. He became convinced that he could not find her in 
the town, and came home and made his report. 

Mr, TATtra. He did not find out where she wast 

Mr. Hstwood. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Even from her mother! 

Mr. Hbtwood. Nd, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Who else I 

Mr. Hbtwood, If I could look at the list of witnesses I could tell 
at a glance. I have called off a number. 

Mr. Tatlbb (handing witness list). This is your list 

Mr, Hbtwood. Nell C. Brown. I failed to get any information 
that would locate her so as to serve a subpoena, 

Mr. Tatlbb. Where did she live? 

Mr. Hbtwood, She lived in Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Tatlbb. What information did you get about her? 

Mr, Hbtwood. That she had gone; she had left the State; that 
she was away. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Did anybody know where she wast 

Mr. Hbtwood. They did not 

Mr. Tatlbb. Of whom was inquiry made! 

Mr. Hbtwood. At her old original home. I do not just recall the 
lady's name. I did not make a note of it 

Mr. Tatlbb. But her immediate family and friends! 

Mr. Hbtwood. Yes ? sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Who is the next! 

The Chairman. Is she reputed to be a polygamist! 

Mr. Hbtwood. That is her repute; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. The wife of whom! 

Mr. Hbtwood. I have heard the name of Silver. 

The Chairman. Go on, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Who is the next! 

Mr. Hbtwood. I think I have called all the names. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Are there any subpoenaed who have not appeared! 
Take 8. S. Newton, for instance, 

Mr, Hbtwood. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Have you given the names of all those upon whom 
you could not serve a subpcena. 

Mr. Hbtwood. I think so. I think that is correct. 

The Chairman. How many of the persons upon whom service 
could not be made are reputed to be polygamists! 

8. Doc. 486, 59-1 , vol 2 25 
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Mr. Heywood. Mary BrinjAurst, Mia Steffenson, Charlotte Bow- 
berry, Thomas Cliaraberlain, Mary Daines, Nell Brown. 

Mr. Tayler. Let me ask you-— - 

The Chairman. I want to know if there are any others. 

Mr. Heywood. Apostle MerriD, Taylor, Grant, Cowley. Tanner— 
his name I have forgotten to mention. He is one I failed to find. 

The Chairman. You failed to find Tanner! 

Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Which Tanner! There are several of them. 

Mir. Tayler. Which one ! v 

Mr. Heywood. J. M;, I think it is. " 

The Chairman. Are there any others who are reputed to be polyg- 
amists? . ; f;,iv^ ; 'i,jo:&i(vv-.>-'. " 

Mr. Heywood. I think all of the gentlemen I have named— Mr. 
Tanner and Mr. Cowley^-— 

The Chairman. Then all the witnesses whom you could not serve 
are reputed to be polygamists! 

Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir. y 

The Chairman. How many of those you could not serve and who 
could not be found are apostles! 

Mr. Heywood. Apostles Grant, Cowley, Taylor. I think that is 
all. Merrill was served, and without any trouble. I did not have a 

subpoena for Teasdale this last time. 
The Chairman. Go on, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Heywood, ai to how many, if any, of those whose 
names you have read is it reputed that they nave been married since 
the manifesto! - 

Mr. Heywood. I could not answer that question specifically. My 

general impression is that all of them, excepting probably Heber J. 
(rant. 

Mr. Tayler. Now, then, as to- — — 

The Chairman. Mr. Tayler, may I ask a question right here! 
Mr. Tayler. Certainly. 

The Chairman. How many are reputed to have gone into polyg- 
amy since the statute of the United States prohibiting it! 

Mr. Heywood. I do not know the date of that statute* 

The Chairman. In 1862. 

Mr. Heywood. Well, all of them. ; 

Mr. Tayler. Now, about serving a subpoena on Newton! 

Mr. Heywood. Newton was served on the morning of the 6th of 
this month at Sugar City, Idaho, and arrangements made by me 
with the railroad company to furnish transportation. I presumed 
that it had been furnisned. I find that he has not appeared. 

Mr. Tayler. Who was served at the same time! 

Mr. Heywood. Amy Johnson Smith, or Mrs. Smith. 

Mr. Tayler. And what was her reputed relation to Newton! 

Mr. Heywood. Plural wife. 

Mr. Tayler. On the 6th, you say, they were subpoenaed! 
Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Tayler. Have you heard anything about them since they were 
served? 
Mr. Heywood. I have not. 

Mr. Tayler. Are there any other witnesses concerning whom yon 
luveanyinfonnatioBtogivet 
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Mr. Hbtwood. I think you have covered the list 

Senator Dubois. Where did you serve the subpoena on Newton f 

Mr. Hbtwood. At Sugar City, Idaho. 

Senator Dubois. Had you subpoenas for him before this last one? 

Mr. Hbtwood. Yes, sir j a year ago— practically a year ago — at 
the time of the first investigation. 

Senator Dubois. You could not find him then? 

Mr. Hbtwood. Could not find him then * 

Mr. Tatlbb. I think you may inquire, gentlemen. 

Mr. Van Cott. Marshal, you say the repute of all the persons yon 
have mentioned is that they have gone into polygamy since the 
manifesto, with the exception of Merrill f 

Mr. Hbtwood. And I meant to have said Grant 

Mr. WoBTHrNar^ 

Mr. Hbtwood. There is quite a list of names. Of course, if I had 
them before me I could refresh my memory in regard to the repute of 
the different witnesses. But thinking of them as a whole, I would 
not be understood as being positive in regard to their repute. If the 
names of the thirteen witnesses were written down here, I think I 
could state positively as to the repute. 

Mr. Van Cott. I wish, Marshal, you would look at that list, because 
that is quite an important point, and I would not like you to guess 
about those people going into polygamy since the manifesto, and 
would not like you to make a statement unless you have some cer- 
tainty in your own mind about it 

Mr. Tatlbb. Run down the list and call them off. TEe stenog- 
rapher will take the names. - — 

Mr. Hbtwood. M. F. Cowley. 

Mr. Yak Cott. Is he reputed to have gone into polygamy since the 
manifesto? 
Mr. Hbtwood. I have heard that; yes, sir. 
Mr. VakCott. With whom? 
Mr. Hbtwood. I have not heard with whom. 
Mr. Van Cott. Where did you get the information? 
Mr. Hbtwood. General information throughout the State* 
Mr. Van Cott. Can you name any one individual! 
Mr. Hbtwood. Who has mentioned it? 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes; who has told you that Cowley has gone into 
polygamy since the manifesto. 

Mr. Hbtwood. Yes: I think I can. 

Mr. Van Cott. Will you give one name! 

Mr. Hbtwood. State Senator George Barber. 

Mr. Van Cott. Does he live in Logan ? 

Mr. Hbtwood. He does. 

Mr. Van Cott. Can you think of another? 

Mr. Hbtwood. I can not say that I can recall fust to mind one. I 
have discussed those matters very little. I have heard these things, 

Mr. Van Cott. Will you take the next name on the list ? 

Mr. Hbtwood. John W. Taylor. 

Mr. Van Cott. Pass him, and go to the next 

Mr. Hbtwood. Heber J. Grant 

Mr. Van Cott. You except him! 

Mr. Hbtwood. Yes, sift 



ass .mmm^mmnk, 

Mr. Van Cott. J. M. Tanner. What repute ha ve you as to him, as 
to any individual who has given you information! 

Mr. Heywood. I do not know that I can name anyone. He is just 
simply referred to aa a man who has taken a plural wife since the 
manifesto ; general impression or repute. 

Mr. Van Cott. Pass to the next name, please, 

Mr. Heywood. Nell C.Browri Silver. 

Mr, Van Cott. What is the given name of her reputed husband ! 
Mr* Heywood, I think it is Joseph* I do not know. There are 
two of those. ■ 
Mr. Worthington; Two Josephs or two brothers! ; 
Mr. Heywood. Two brothers. I do not know them apart by name. 
Mr. Van Cott, Does he Uve inSalt liakel 

Mr. Heywood. Both of the Silvers did live in Salt Lake for many 
years. 

Mr. Van Oott. Does her reputed husband live now in Salt Lake! 
Mr. Heywood. I understand he was not there at the time when I 
was making an effort to serve the subpoena* 
Mr. Van Cott. Did jrou try to serve him with a subpoena! 
Mr. Heywood. I had no subpoena for him* 
Mr. Van Oott. Now the next, please. 
Mr* Heywood. Mary Bringhurst 

Mr. Van Cott. You stated that she was reputed to live at Taylors- 
ville! 

. Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van C5ott. And to whom is she reputed to be married ! 

Mr. Heywood. I have heard the name of— it is one of those old 
pioneer names down there; I do not just call it to mind* 

Mr. VAN <>TT. Smith! 

Mr. Heywood. No; it was not Smith, Jones, or Brown* [After a 
pausWK Benion. 
Mr.lTAN Cott. Do you know the given name! 
Mr. Heywood. I do not, 
Mr. Van Cot*. The next 
Mr. Hbywood. Ella C. Steffenson. 

Mr. Van Cott. Where i did she live— in Murray! # , 
Mr. HeyWood. Murray. That is, the subpoena I received located 
her in Muway. I lound p^ple who knew she had lived there, had 
been there ; she was gone, and they did not know just when she had 
gone or where she had gone. 
Mr, Van Cott. The next one. 

Mr. Heywood. Sarah A. Graham Farr and Window Farr. I do 
not know anything about those people. I could get no information in 
regard to them. I never heard mat they were reputed as polygamists 
or anything of tiiat sort 

Mr. Vast Cott. You say Ella Steffenson is reputed to be married! 

Mr. Heywood. I never have heard. 

Mr. Van Cott. The next one. 

Mr. Heywood. Charlotte Howljerry* 

Mr. Van Cott. Did she live in Tooele! 

Mr. Heywood. Grantsville, Tooele County. 

Mr. Van Cott. To whom is she reputed to be married! 

Mr. Heywood. I have heard Bishop Bathall mentioned, 

Mr. Van Cott. Any others! 
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'' Mr. Hi t if ood. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. You understood the question was whether she wis 
reputed to be married to Kathall, or reputed to be married to someone 
else? 

Mr. HirwooD. The general repute is that she is married to Bishop 
RathalL 

Mr. Van Cott, The next one, please. 

Mr. Hiywood. I think then we come to Thomas Chamberlain. 
Mr. Van Cott. To whom is he reputed to have been married since 
the manifesto! 

Mr. Hbtwood. I think a daughter of Bishop Willey, of Kanab. 

Mr. Van Got*. Who is the next f 

Mr. Hbtwood. I think that exhausts it 

Mr. Van Gorr. Did you intend to mention Mrs. Thurber as one you 
could not find ? 
Mr. Hbtwood. No, sir. ^ 



Mr.^xwooa No, sir; I did not My return which I made to the 
Sergeant-at- Arms specifies those who Were served and those whom I 
failed to make service on. 

Mr. Van Oott. Now, calling your attention to Apostle Merrill, is 
it your information that he has been very ill for some time? 

Mr. Hbtwood. I made a service on the gentleman a year ago, and I 
have not seen him since. I have heard reports of his health, that he 
was poorly. While I am not his physician, he impressed xae as a very 
sick man a year ago; r r 

Mr. Van Cott. The return, I believe, does not mention the fact 
about his serious illness! 

Mr. Hbtwood. It does not I do not know as to now. I am speak* 
ing about how his condition impressed me a year ago, not at this pres- 
ent time. I have not seen him for a year. ; -, : 
Mr. Van Cott. He is reputed to be pretty ill ? 
Mr. Hbtwood. I have heard that he was still a very feeble man. 
Mr. Van Cott. Did you make service on S. S. Newton yourself! 
Mr. Hbtwood. I did not 

Mr. Van Cott. So your information is what your deputy gave you 
on that point! * 
Mr. Hbtwood. Yes, sir. 



Mr. Van Cott. Had your deputy, Donohue, returned at that time! 
Mr. Hbtwood. He had returned and had gone back down — returned 
the first time, and I had sent him back down again. 
Mr. Van Cott. Did you leave word for him to write you here! 
Mr. Hbtwood. I did. 
Mr. Van Cott. As to his efforts! 
Mr. Hbtwood. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And this is the letter you received in pursuance 
thereof! 

Mr. Hbtwood. Yes, sir. A 
Mr. Van Cott. Did State Senator Barber tell you that he thought 
Cowleyhad gone into polygamy since the manifesto! 
Mt/Hbtwood. Well, I do not remember just exactly how he put it, 
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but probably, " Cowley fa one of them," or * Cowley hat beta married 
since the amafceto," or something of that sort 

Mr. Van Com With respect to the repute, as to which you are tes- 
tifying, I understood you to say. or to give the impression, that you 
got part of your information as to Cowley going into polygamy since 
the manifesto from State Senator George Bar 

Mr. Hstwood. Yes* sir* 

Mr. Van Corr. Is that correct f 

Mr. Hstwood. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Corr. How recently did he give you that information t 

Mr. Hstwood. I think it was within the last year. I think it was 
along about the time probably that I had those first subpoenas. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all. Mr. Chairman. 

The Chaibman. Mr. Marshal, I want to ask a question. I do not 
know but that you have already answered it How many of these 
parties whom you have named as being in polygamy have gone into 
}>olygamy since the statute of the United States in 1802 prohibit- 
ing it! 

Mr. Hstwood. That would be since 18621 
The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Hstwood. That would be guesswork, but, from the ages of the 
gentlemen, I think certainly all of them. 

The Chairman. Have you any knowledge as to the extent to which 
polygamy or polygamous cohabitation exists in Utah to-day! 

Mr. Hstwood. Only sa a matter of general repute. 

The Chairman. Wnat is the generalreputation about that! 

Mr. Hstwood. That there have been numerous cases. 

The Chairman. And are to-day? 

Mr. Hstwood. Do you mean being performed now? 

The Chairman. No; I want to know from general reputation, the 
extent of the existence of polygamy in Utah t 

Mr. Hstwood. Numerous cases. 

The Chairman. What do you mean by numerous cases? 
Mr. Hstwood. Those that have been mentioned here by me; they 
are numerous. 
The Chairman. And others? 

Mr. Hstwood. I do not call others to mind. It is a matter that I 
have not taken any interest in — not exerted myself about 

The Chairman. Of course not I do not speak with reference to 
what is called the manifesto. I speak in reference to the statute of 
the United States prohibiting polygamy. To what extent has this 
crime existed? 

Mr. Hstwood. Since 1862? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Hstwood. In my boyhood, very extensively. 
The Chairman. What year was that? 

Mr. Hstwood. That was in 1854, along in the early sixties, 1802, 
1868, the war times, down to 1870. 
The Chairman. Since 1870 ? 
Mr. Hstwood. Yes. 

The Chairman. It was pretty general in the State? 
Mr. Hstwood. They were v«ry iiunieroua 
The Chairman. Up to what time? 

Mr. Hstwood. Up to the time that the Edmunds-Tucker law com- 
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menced to be applied, and prosecutions were instituted under that 
act vigorously* 

The Chairman. That was up to 1887? 

Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. They were very numerous up to that timet 
Mr. Hjbtwood. Yes, sir; very numerous. 
The Chairman. That is all. 

Mr. Worthin gton . I should like to ask a question about that, Mr. 
Marshal. Do you remember any particular efforts by prosecutions 
to prevent this for many years after 1862? 

Mr. HarwooD. How is that ? 

Mr. Worthjnoton. There was no particular effort made by prose- 
cutions, for many years after 1862, to put an end to that relation? 

Mr. Heywood. I think that is right. I am not conversant as to 
the dates, etc I know there was a time when, under the Edmunds- 
Tucker law, the people were vigorously prosecuted. 

Mr. Worthington. I understand that, hut down to the time of the 
Edmunds-Tucker Act the prosecutions were very few. 

Mr. Heywood. That carries my memory. 1 think so. Yes, sir. 
I am not a statistician. I do not have those things in my mind, but 
I think there were very few. 

Mr. Worthington. And for about thirty-five years after the Mor- 
mons setled in Utah and promulgated polygamy there was no effort 
made to prevent it ? 

Mr. Heywood. Things were quiet there. 

Mr. Worthington. Since 1887 the number of polygamous mar- 
riages, or the number of people living in polygamy, has been very 
much reduced ? 

Mr. Heywood. Undoubtedly. ✓ 

Mr, Worthington. It is decreasing every day. The number is 
decreasing daily as they die off? 

Mr. Heywood, The old families, undoubtedly, and a great many 
old families are getting up to the limit, to the jumping-off place. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your age? 

Mr. Heywood. I was 50 years old the 16th day of last September. 
Mr. Tayler. Is that all? 
Mr. Wokthington. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Then, when you mentioned your boy hood as being 
in 1854. you were nuite a young boy? 

Mr. Heywood. 1 said 1854 as referring to my being born, running 
along up to I860, the sixties, along there. 

Mr. Tayler. Is it not the general repute and understanding that 
numerous polygamous marriages have taken place since 1800? 

Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir; numerous as to the people mentioned here, 
the numbers, etc. They are generally reputed to have formed those 
relations since 1890. , . 

Mr. Tayler. Do you mean to say that such is the state of public 
information upon that subject that those cases you have named are 
all that have occurred, or all that you have immediately heard of? 

Mr. Heywood. They are all the names that I have immediately 
heard of that I call to mind. t 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you not also heard vigorous denials about all 
or most of these persons ^having gone into polygamy since 1890? 
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Mr. Heywood. These persons mentioned! 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Heywood. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Of none of them! 

Mr. Heywood. Well, I do not know now whether I have or not, as 
to any of them. I say it is a matter that I have paid very .little atten- 
tion to. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

Mr. Worthington. Are you an elected officer! 

Mr. Heywood. No, sir. 

Mr* Worthinqton. You are appointed by the President! 
Mr. Heywood. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You never have heard any denial that they have 
gone into polygamy since the statute of the United States prohibit- 
ing it! 

Mr. JIbywood. In 1862! 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Pjsywood. No, sir. 

The Chairman. That is all, Mr. Marshal. 

TESTIMOHY OF MRS. AWSTB 0. THTOBBB. 

0 

Mrs. Annie C. Thurber, being duly sworn, was examined and tes- 
tified as follows: 
Mr. Tayler. Where do you live, Mrs. Thurber! 
Mrs. Thurber. Richfield. 
Mr. Tayler. Utah! 
Mrs. Thurber. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. How long have you lived there! 
Mrs. Thurber. I have lived there since I was about 7 years old. 
Mr. Tayler. When did you first go there to live! 
Mrs. Thurber. Well, I do not remember the date. 
Mr.< Tayler. Do you not remember the year! 
Mrs. Thurber. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. When were you born! 
Mrs. Thurber. I was born in 1866. 
Mr. Tayler, Where were you born ! 

Mrs. Thurber. In Webor County— Milton, Morgan County. We 
usually call it Weber. 
Mr. Tayler. In Utah! 
Mrs. Thurber. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. Were your parents Mormons! 
Mrs. Thurber. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And you lived there about seven years and then went 
to Richfield! 

Mrs. Thurber. Yes, sir.: I forget whether it was my seventh or 
eighth birthday that 1 had when we first came to Richfield. It was 
along there anyway. 

Mr. Tayler. You are the wife of Joseph Thurber! 

Mrs. Thurber. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you children ! 

Mrs. Thurber. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Tayler. What are their ages! 

Mrs. Thurber. My oldest one is 18 years old. 
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Mr. Tatlbb. Is that a son f 

Mrs. Thubbeb. Yes ? sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. What is his name! 

Mrs. Thubbeb. Orlando. 

Mr. Taylbb. Where does he live? 

Mrs. Thubbbjl He lives in Richfield. 

Mr. Tatlbb. He lives with you, then? 

Mrs. Thubbbb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. What other children have youf 

Mrs. Thubbeb. I have a son 11 years old. 

Mr. Tatlbb. And other children? 

Mrs. Thubbbb. Yes, sir. I have two besides. 

Mr. Tayleb. Has your husband any other wife? 

Mr?. Thubbbb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Was she married before you or after! 
Mrs. Thubbeb. Before. 
Mr. Tayleb. Where does she live? 
Mrs. Thubbbb. At Richfield. 
Mr. Tayleb. How much of a family has she? 
Mrs. Thubbeb. I think she has eight — seven or eight— living chil- 
dren. 

Mr. Tayleb. Do you live in the same house ? 

Mrs. Thubbbb. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. But in the same town ? 

Mrs. Thubbeb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. How large a place is Richfield? 

Mrs. Thubbeb. It is not as large as Washington. 

Mr. Tayleb. No; it is a small town, is it not? 

Mrs. Thubbeb. Well, yes, sir; it is not so large as Salt Lake. It 
is the largest place around where we are. It is the center. 

Mr. Tayleb. A few thousand people, two or three or four thousand 
people, something like that, live there? 

Mrs. Thubbeb. Something like that. I do not know just the 
population of it 

Mr. Tayleb. How far does the other wife live from where you live? 
Mrs. Thubbeb. One block. 

Mr. Tayleb. Your youngest child, you say, is 5 years old ? 
Mrs. Thubbeb. I did not say. 
Mr. Tayleb. How old is it? 
Mrs. Thubbbb. Two years and a half. 
Mr. Tayleb. When were you married to your husband? 
Mrs. Thubbbb. It is twenty years ago. That would make it 1884, 
would it not? 

Mr. Tayleb. Yes. Where were you married to him ? 
Mrs. Thubbeb. In St. George. 
Mr. Tayleb. In the temple? 
Mrs. Thubbeb. Y es, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you go to Mexico with your husband! 

Mrs. Thubbeb. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. You never were in Mexico? 

Mrs. Thubbeb. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Has your husband another wife? 

Mrs. Thubbbb. Not that I know of. 

Mr* Tayleb. Do you feel quite sure that he has not! 
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Mrs. Thubbbb. Well, I just said that he had another* 
Mr* Tatlbb. What! 

Mrs. Thubbbr. I told you he had another. 
Mr. Tatlbb. I mean besides the twa 
Mrs. Thubbbb. I am quite sure he has not 
Mr. Tatlbb. You are quite sure he has not? 
Mrs. Thubbbb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb, Do you remember when you were subpoenaed by the 
deputy marshal f 

Mrs. Thubbbb. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. Tatlbb. Do you remember what you told him! 

Mrs. Thubbbb. No, sir; I do not, exactly. 

Mr. Tatlbb. You were angry, were you not! 

Mi-s. Thurbbb. I was angry, good-naturedly, I laughed over it, 
and still I felt a little annoyed. 

Mr. Tatlbb. You did not want to come here! 

Mrs. Thubbbb. No, I did not 

Mr. Tatlbb. Of course not You said you would rather go to jail 
than come before this committee. 
Mrs. Thubbbb. Well, perhaps I did. 
Mr. Tatlbb. What else did you say! 

Mrs. Thubbbb. I do not remember every word, but I said I should 
like to step on somebody who was the cause of it 
Mr. Tatlbb. You did? 
Mrs. Thubbbb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Did you say that we ought to have subpoenaed Seeg- 
miller? 

Mrs. Thubbbb. No, sir; I did not 

Mr. Tatlbb. Did you say that there were twenty people down there 
who knew more than you knew f 
Mrs. Thubbbb. No, sir; nothing of the sort 

Sr. Tatlbb. I think that is all. 
r. Van Cott. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 
Mrs. Thubbbb. Am I excused? 

The Chaibman. I have a question or two. Where is your husband 
now? 

Mrs. Thubbbb. I could not say. 
The Chaibman. When did you last see him ? 
Mrs. Thubbbb. About three days before I came here—before I 
was subpoeriaed. 
The Chaibman. Did he go away at that time? 
Mrs. Thubbbb. Yes, sir. 
The Chaibman. Where? 

Mrs. Thubbbb. He went to hunt work, and he had not yet located 

when I left home. 
The Chaibman. And he had not yet returned? 

Mrs. Thubbbb. No. sir. 
The Chaibman. Did he go out of the State? 
Mrs. Thubbbb, Well, he left Richfield. 
The Chaibman. Where did he say he was goinet , a 
Mrs. Thubbbb. He talked of the gold fields mlfevada. 
The Chaibman. And any other place where he might find work? 
Mrs. Thubbbb. He did not know at all when he left where he 
would go. 
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The Chairman. But he went to try to get work, and he suggested 
the gold fields of Nevada as a promising field! 
Mrs. Thurber. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And making that suggestion he went away. You 
do not know where he has gone! 
Mrs. Thurber. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Have you heard from him since! 
Mrs. Thuhbeb* No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. I do not understand there was any subpoena 
for him, Mr. Tayler. 
The Chairman. I have forgotten whether there was or not 
Mr. Van Cotp. No; there was not 

The Chairman. I understood you to say that he has another wife! 
Mrs. Thurber. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And you both live in the same town ! 
Mrs. Thurber. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Has the other wife children by your husband! 

Mrs. Thurber. Yes, sir. 
. The Chairman. When was the last one born : do you know ! 

Mrs. Thurber. I think it is six years ago — five or six years ago— 
I believe it is six, but I will not be positive ; it is five or six. 

The Chairman. How many children has he by the other wife? 

Mrs, Thurber. I said seven or eight I could soon tell exactly by 
counting. 

The Chairman. If you will, think over the list I do not want to 
annoy you at all. 
Mrs. Thurber (after a pause). Seven living children. 
The Chairman. How many were born that are now dead? 
Mrs. Thurber. One has died since birth. 

Hie Chairman. I did not understand how many children you 
have! 

Mrs. Thurber. I have four living children. 
The Chairman. Of course your husband looks after both families; 
supports both! " 
Mrs. Thurber. Yes, sir; to the best of his ability. 
Mr. Tatler. What is his business, Mrs. Thurber? 
Mrs. Thurber. He is a blacksmith. 
Mr. TAYtER. Does he hold any office there! 
Mrs. Thurber. No, sir; not now. 
Mr. Tatler. He was a constable, was he ? 
Mrs. Thurber. Yes, sir ; for a short time. 

Mr. TkTLER. Were you ever married before you married Mr. 
Thurber? 
Mrs. Thurber. No, sir. 

TESTIMONY OP CHARLES MOSTYH OWE*. 

Charles Mosttn Owen, being duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows : 
Mr. Tatler. Mr. Owen, where do you live? 
Mr. Owen. Salt Lake City. 
Mr. Tatler. How long have you lived. there! 
Mr. Owen. Seventeen years. 
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Mr. Tayijri. Riyb yon ftwf some years had familiarity with condi- 
tions in Utah respecting the practice of polygamy f 
Mr. Owin. I have, 

Mr. Tatubk. Can yon state how it came about that you informed 
yourself in respect to that subject t 

Mr. Owik. In January, 1899, I received an offer from the New. 
York Journal to act as its correspondent in the anti-Roberts cam- 
paign. The New, York Journal was then opening or had determined 
to open a campaign having for its purpose the unseating, if possible, 
of Brigham EL Roberts, then elected to Congress, in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. I accepted the offer under the provision that it should 
not interfere with my engineering work. Later it became such a bur- 
den that it was impossible to carry on the two, both my engineering 
work and my newspaper work, and by September of that year 

Mr. Worthington. What year was that! 

Mr. Owen. 1889. I gave up my engineering practice entirely, to 
devote myself to the carrying on of the antipolygamy or anti-Roberts 
campaign. 

I remained in connection with the Journal until 1900. I was sub* 
sequently retained by the Womans' Interdenominational Council, of 
New York, for the special purpose of making further investigation 
in regard to the State of Idaho, which I did. 

That completed I returned to my engineering practice and stayed 
with it until January, 1903— the 1st of January, 1 90S— when I was 
again retained on behalf of the protestants in the Smoot investigation 
and my duties laid along the former lines of investigation as to the 
practice of polygamy, and also of preparing the whole evidence to be 
laid before the Senate Committee on Privileges and Elections in the 
matter of Mr. Smoot's right to a seat in the Senate of the United 
States. I am still so employed. 

Mr Tayzjeb. Had you, prior to 1899, made any study of the 
situation! 

Mr. Owen. Only as any other citizen possibly would have done, 
except that possibly in connection with my engineering practice, 
which would take me and did take me all over the State, or over a 
great portion of the State of Utah, and also in Idaho and Wyoming, I 
came more or less in contact with the polygamous element 

Mr. Tatles. During the time that you nave given attention to this 
subject, have you devoted practically all of your time to it? 

Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatleh. To what extent have you traveled over Utah and the 
surrounding country slathering information f 

Mr. Owen. Overalmost the whole of Utah. There is a small sec- 
tion in the south, in St George, and the southeast corner of Moab and 
Monticollo that I have not been into at all. With that exception, 
however, I think I can say that I have been all over the whole of 
Utah, almost settlement by settlement, at different times ; over a large 
portion of southeastern Idaho and southern Idaho and western 
Wyoming completely. 

Mr. Tayler. And in making these journeys what effort have you 
made to learn what the facts were! How would you prosecute -your 
inquiries! * ' 

Mr. Owen. There* is hardly a settlement throughout Utah, Idaho, 
or Wyoming, a purely Mormon settlement, where there is not either 
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an apostate or a member of the church in good standing who is 
opposed quietly to the practices: there is hardly a settlement where 
1 do not know somebody whom I can trust and whose information I 
can rely upon* They do not dare to express themselves openly, but 
under the seal of confidence and protection as to their identity I have 
undoubtedly the closest information possible, and I have never 
accepted any one man's statement about any one person's polygamy. 
I have checked and checked and checked, and not until I have satis- 
fied myself of the truth of the condition have I ever made any state- 
ment about it 

Mr, Tattler. Doyou know, Mr. Owen, what is the repute respect- 
in^Apostle John W. Taylor, as to his having taken plural wives since 

Mr. Owbn. He has taken two, presumably within the last three or 
four years. 
Mr. Wobthington. That is the repute! 
Mr. Owen. That is the repute. 

Mr. Tayleb. Those are the wives concerning whom a witness testi- 
fied last spring. I believe, before the committee! 

Mr. Owen. I think so. Their names are Bodie and Boxey Will- 
ing, two sisters. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you inquire in the community in which he and 
they lived! 
Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. He is the apostle, I believe, referred to in President 
Smith's letter, who refused to come here! 
Mr. Owen. One of them. 
Mr. Tayleb. Who is the other apostle! 
Mr. Owen. Cowley. 

Mr. Tayleb. What is the repute respecting Apostle Cowley in that 
respect! 

Mr. Owen. That he has taken a new wife within about three years. 

Mr. Tayleb. And both of them were and are reputed to have been 
polygamists prior to the taking of the new wives? 

Mr. Owen. Yes; Cowley's first wife was Abbie Hyde, who it 
appears from -the encyclopedia was married in 1884, the first mar- 
riage which took place in the Logan temple. It, however, says 
nothing about his marriage to Luela Parkinson, who has the repute 
of being his wife and also that she was married since the manifesto. 

Mr. Tayleb. How many wives has he! 

Mr. Owen. Cowley certainly has three, and possibly another. 

Mr. Tayleb. How many wives has Taylor! 

Mr. Owen. Five. 

The Chaibman. Both of these are apostles t 
Mr. Owen. Both of them are apostles. 
Mr. Tayleb. Apostle Merrill! 

Mr. Owen. Apostle Merrill! Allow me my notebook—that red 
book— -ifyou please. 

(Mr. Tayler handed the witness the book.) 

The Chaibman. Where are these two parties whom you have just 
named! 

Mr. Owen. I understand they are both in hiding in Canada. The 
last heard of Taylor he was in Lethbridge, in Canada. Marion W. 
Merrill is reputed to have now nine wives. The first was Sarah Ann 



398 hid moor. 

Atkinson; the second, Cyrene Stanley; the third, Maria L, Kings- 
bury; the fourth, Mary, the fifth, Jennie, Jacobson; the sixth, Ellen 
Norberg; the seventh, Sophia Anderson; the eighth, Jane Toronto, 
and the ninth a new wife generally reputed to be Hulda Olson. 
The Chairman. Taken when! 

Mr. Owrn. About three years ago. Jane Toronto is also reputed 
to have been taken since the manifesto. She lived for quite a low 
years just across the State line between Utah and Idaho, at Franklin, 
Idaho. 

The Chairman. Is he one of the apostles f 
Mr. Owrn. He is one of the apostles. 
Senator Pottos. At this time ? 

Mr. Owrn. Yes, sir; and president of the Logan temple. 
Hie Chairman. Let me ask you a question right here. How many 
of these wives has he taken since 18621 
Mr. Owrn. I think all of them. 

The Chairman. Since the statute of the United States prohibiting 
polygamy! 

Mr. Owen. Take his own statement in the encyclopedia 

Mr. Worthinoton. You say his own statement in the encyclo- 
pedia? 

Mr. Owen. I think it is his own statement [examining encyclo- 
pedia]. No: it is a statement signed by Joseph M. Tanner in the 
biographical Encyclopedia. 

The Chairman. By reference to that can you state how many of 
his wives have been taken by him since the statute of «he United 
States prohibiting polygamy! 

Mr. Owsn. No. It appears that November, 1853, he married his 
first wife. 

The Chairman. November, 1858 1 

Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. When next! 

Mr. Owrn. It does not say when he has married the others, but it 
goes on to say that " his family is not only one of the largest in the 
church, but one of the most exemplary to be found. He is the 
father of 45 children, 5 of whom are dead. He is the grandfather 
of 127, and has 26 children married." 

The Chairman. What is his full name! 

Mr. Owrn. Marion W. Merrill 

The Chairman. And he is the gentleman who was in poor health! 

Mr. Owen. In poor health at Cogan— said to be. 

Mr. Taylbr. Do you recall, Mr. Owen, if his son testified here last 
spring, giving the number of wives his father had! 

Mr. Owen. His son, Charles Merrill, if I recollect correctly, and I 
think I do, testified that in 188a his father had six wives and was a 
very busy man. 

The Chairman. Who was that! 

Mr. Owrn, Charles E. Merrill. He testified that his father- — 
Mr. Worthinoton. Is it worth while to take up time with that! 
Mr. Tatler. This is a long record, and I want to know if there 
was some testimony respecting this particular apostle! 
Mr. Worthinoton* Does not everybody know! 
Mr. Tatijbr. Not everybody* 

Mr. Wortbonotoji. You know it and the committee knows ifc 
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Mr. Tatler. The committee does not know anything but that 
which we prove. We hare discovered that. There are lots of things 
we know that everybody knows, but nobody admits them until Ee 
has to. 

The Chairman. Go on, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tatlbs. Heber J. Grant is said to be abroad! 

Mr. Owen. He is. 

Mr. Tatler. J. Ms Tanner is a witness who was not found. What 
is his repute? 

Mr. Owin. He is a polygamist He has certainly four wives, pos- 
sibly five, but four without any doubt. Three of them were married 
prior to 1890, and one married about two years ago. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is the one you expressed a doubt about? 

Mr. Owen. Oh, no. 

Mr. Tayler. It is the fifth one that he is in doubt about J. B. 
More ton. 

Mr. Owen. He was not subpoenaed. 

The Chairman. Is Mr. Tanner an apostle? 

Mr. Tayler. No, he is not an apostle. 

Mr. Owrn. Mr. J. M Tanner is the superintendent of Sunday 
schools of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints through- 
out the world. 

Mr. Tatleb. What is the repute as to Nell C. Brown? 

Mr. Owen. Nell C. Brown is reputed to be the plural wife of John 
Silver, taken within the last two years. 

Mr. Tayler. Mary Bringhurst? 

Mr. Owen* Reputed to be the plural wife of Heber Benion. 
Mr. Tatleb, Do you know which wife she is reputed to be? 
Mr. Owen. The plural wife; the second. 

Mr. Tayler. Margaret Cullen Eccles, the witness who testified 
here? 

Mr. Owen. She is reputed to be the fifth or sixth wife of David 
Eccles. 

Mr. Tayler. Her name was Geddes? 

Mr. Owen. Her name was originally Cullen. She married 
Geddes as a plural wife, and subsequently, in 1891, Geddes died, and 
she is now reputed to be the plural wife of David Eccles. 

Mr. Tayler. Sarah A. Farr? 

Mr. Owen. Sarah A. Farr was formerly the wife of Joseph 
Graham, of Provo. She divorced from him m 1893, as per the rec- 
ords of the. district court, and about 1898 or 1899 married Winslow 
Farr, who already had two wives at Ogden and is reported to have 
two more in Mexico. She adopted the name of Farr about a year 
and a half ago, and, I understand, is in Mexico. She went to Mexico 
with Farr overland in a wagon. 

Mr, Tayler. Charlotte Kowberry ? 

Mr. Owen. She is reputed to be the plural wife of Bishop Bathall, 
of Grantsville; married to him about three years ago. 

Mr. Tayler. Thomas Chamberlain; what do you know about 
him? 

Mr. Owen. Thomas Chamberlain is a resident of Kanab, Order- 
ville, Graham, Provo, and Salt Lake. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you been in all those communities in which he 
has f amili es I 
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Mr. Owen. I took the trip to Kanab and Ordarville. 
Mr. Tatuou How many wires is he reputed tc have nowf 
Mr. Owen. Seven or eight 

Mr. Tayler. How many children is he reputed to have! 

Mr. Owen. Either last year or the year before he had his fiftieth 
child in his fiftieth year. 

Mr. Tayler. Is there any repute as to his having taken a wife since 
18901 

Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. How many! 

Mr. Owen. He is reguted to have married Mamie Woolley, the 
daughter of his partner in business, about two years ago. 
Senator Pettos. Is he an apostle! 

Mr. Owen. No, sir: he is the counselor to the stake president; the 
county treasurer of Kane County; he is pretty nearly everything 
down in that southern section. 

Mr. Tayler. What is the stake in which he lives! 

Mr. Owen. Kanab. 

Mr. Tayler. Who is the president of that stake? 
Mr. Owen. Woolley. 

Mr. Tayler. And Thomas Chamberlin is one of the counselors! 
Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. S. S. Newton; what do you know of him and 
what is his repute! 

Mr. Owen. S. S. Newton is a brick and stone mason of Salt Lake 
City, living on the corner of Fifth north and First, west. The house 
stands on the corner, and in the register of births in Salt Lake City 
the house receives two descriptions. One is 208 West First north, 
and the other is 609 North First west Re lives in the two houses 
with these two women. He lives with his first wife, and Amy John- 
son was the second. Amy Johnson went to live in that house about 
late in 1899 or early in 1900. Since that time she has had two chil- 
dren in that house, of which he is registered as the father, and in 
the meantime the legal wife, between the birth of these other two, 
sandwiched, is the mother of another. Amy Johnson is the reputed 
plural wife of Samuel S. Newton. 

Last year when I attempted to get service of subpoena upon him he 
was reputed to have fled to Cape Nome, Alaska. He did not go to 
Cape Rome, but he did go to Ketchikan, Alaska, where I had infor- 
mation of him. He returned this last summer to Pocatello, and this 
fall went to Sugar City, where he worked on the sugar works— the 
buildings— under the name of Smith, and was there living with Amy 
Johnson as his wife. 

The Chairman. Let me ask yon as to the number of children 
he has. 

Mr. Owen. He has eight, I think, by the first wife. [Examining 
bookj The first wife has 7 children— Laura, aged 20; Charles, 
18: Hichard, 16; Lizzie, 14: Susie, 12; Margie, 6; Mary, 2. Amy 
Johnson has two children— Dorothy, aged 2, and the baby, born about 
August 26, 1908. 

The Chairman. 1908! 

Mr. Owen. Yes. 

Senator Dubois. When do yon understand that Newton married 
Amy Johnson! 
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Mr. Owjbn. About four years ago, I should put it 
, Mr. Taylee. What is her age, approximately, if you know! 
Mr. Owen. Thirty-two, or thereabouts. 

Senator Pettus. What connection has this man with the church! 

Mr. Owen. Samuel Newton, prior to his leaving, was a block 
teacher in the ward. It must be the Twenty-second or the Twenty - 
third Ward; somewhere along there. I do not know exactly the 
ward lines up in that country. 

The Chairman. I wish you would state to the committee the offi- 
cial positions, if any, which these different parties you have mentioned 
hold in the church, if you can go through the list 

Mr. Owen. I forget exactly their names. 

The Chairman. Take the list. 

Mr. Owen. Marion W. Merrill, apostle; M. F. Cowley, apostle; 
John W. Taylor, apostle; Heber J. Grant, apostle; J. M. Tanner, 
superintendent of Sunday schools throughout the world; Winslow 
Farr, I think, is — I question whether he has any active connection. 
He spends most of his time traveling between Utah and Mexico. 
Thomas Chamberlain, I think I have stated, is counselor to the stake 
president Those are all the official positions. 

The Chairman. Where did you say Grant was? 

Mr. Owen. Grant is in England. 

The Chairman. When did he go to England? 

Mr. Owen. He left suddenly on the night of the 10th of November 
last year — 1903. 

The Chairman. November, last year? 

Mr. Owen. Yes. 

The Chairman. Do you know anything of the circumstances?, 

Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Will you state them? 

Mr. Owen. About the 5th or Gth of November he made a statement 
before the students of the State university at Salt Lake City, in which 
he held out in a very objectionable maimer his association w T ith two 
women as his wives. I was absent from the city on that day, but on 
my return I immediately went to work to find if I could get evidence 
of these statements as printed in the paper. I got the evidence in a 
shape which was satisfactory to me, and I went before the county 
attorney and swore to an information for him, and a warrant was 
issued on that information. Before Mr. Grant was served, however, 
he left the country. 

The Chairman. When did he leave as to the time of the issuing 
of the warrant? 

Mr. Owen. When .1 next heard of him he was in Salt Lake — that 
afternoon, I understood— but he got on the train at Provo that night 
about midnight 

The Chairman. Where were those statements made to the students 
of the university ? 

Mr. Owen. In an assembly organized or called together for the 
purpose of organizing pr helping an alumni association. 

llie Chairman. What were the statements? .. 

Mr. Owen. That he regretted that the rules of the association were 
such that no single subscription of greater than $50 could be received, 
but to show his interest in the association he would give them $50 for 

8. Doc. 486, 59-1, vol 2 26 
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himself and $50 for " each of my wives; and I have got two wives, 
and I would have a third, if it were not for the law." 

The Chairman. How many were present when he made that state- 
ment? 

Mr. Owen. I understand there were nearly a thousand students 
present. 
Mr. Van Cott. How many? 

Mr. Owen. Nearly a thousand at the time. It was the university 
in general assemblv, I understood. 
Mr. Van Cott. Not quite a thousand? 
Mr. Owen. I understood it was about that. 
The Chairman. Has he returned since that time? 
Mr. Owen. No, sir. 
Senator Pettds. Is he still an apostle? 
Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. He is doing missionary wor.\ in the field? 

Mr. Owen, He is in charge of the European mission. 

In that connection I may state that last March I took some further 
action in regard to Mr, Grant. He received the credentials of the 
State from the governor authorizing him to appear as the representa- 
tive of the State of Utah, or one of the* representatives of the State of 
Utah, at the first international congress for school hygiene to be held 
at Nuremberg. I did not hear of it— I was in Washington at the 
time, and I did not hear of it immediately— but as soon as I heard of 
it I obtained certified copies of the complaint, the warrant? and the 
credentials given him by the governor of Utah, and I then filed 
them first with the German ambassador, who regretted that his posi- 
tion was such that he could not officially take any cognizance of it ; 
that it was not within the scope of his duties. I was then referred to 
Assistant Secretary of State Loomis, to whom I presented the same 
matter the next dav, and who expressed himself as being very much 
upset at the idea of a man who was living in such notorious relations 
being chosen by the governor of the State of Utah to represent the 
State in a foreign country. 

The Chairman. And he was accredited as a delegate to what con- 
gress? - 

Mr. Owen. The first international congress for school hygiene, held 
in Nuremberg last April, I think, on the 9th. It lasted a week. 

Mr. Tayler. What steps, Mr. Owen, beginning with 1899, have you 
taken in the way of instituting prosecutions against persons violating 
the law ? 

Mr. Owen. When I was first connected with the Roberts fight^ it 
~~w*nrnot-my intention, nor was it considered possible within the scope 
of my duties as a newspaper correspondent, to institute arrests and 
legal proceedings against these men, but when, in February of that 
year, 1 went into Cache County— — 

Mr. Worthington. What year ? 

Mr. Owen. 1899 ; and subsequently published in the New York 
Journal columns a schedule ofpolygamists then living in the active 
practice of their profession in Cache County, giving the names of the 
men, the names of their wives, and the names of their children born 
since the manifesto, the editorial column of the Deseret News was 
pleased to denominate me or to specify me, the correspondent, who- 
ever he might be, of the New York Journal, as a liar. 
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It was rather objectionable, seeing I was holding to the facts, but 
they further came with a challenge, if my recollection serves me, that 
if these conditions were true the Taws of Utah were ample, the courts 
of Utah were open, and that it was the duty of any person calling 
himself a good citizen to institute proceedings in a legal manner for 
the conviction of such persons. 

At that time there was a lady named Mattie Hushes Cannon, the 
fourth wife of Angus M. Cannon, then stake president of Salt Lake 
stake, who was sitting in the legislature of the State as a State sen- 
ator ? who was evidently in a very interesting condition. 

I kept more or less watch of her, and shortly after the adjournment 
of the legislature heard of the birth of the child, and I then deter- 
mined that after a reasonable time — I did not desire to force what 
might be called persecution on the woman so as to injure her physic- 
ally: I thought a month would be ample time for her to recover — I 
would institute proceedings against Angus M. Cannon, as he was an 
exceedingly prominent man in the church and she a prominent woman 
in the State, and to make a test of the question whether the courts 
were open or not. 

However, two weeks after the birth of the child Mrs. Cannon left 
the city and the State, and did not return, to my knowledge at any rate, 
until the 4th day of July, when I happened to see them driving on the 
street — Mr. Cannon and Mrs. Mattie Hughes Cannon and the baby. 
On the following dav I went before the county attorney, Mr. Putnam, 
and laid a verbal information before him. 

Mr. Wortiu ngton. Of what county ? 

Mr. Owen. Salt Lake County ; stating the facts as I knew them or 
understood them to l>e, and declaring myself as being prepared to 
swear upon information and belief to a criminal information. He 
refused me, declined to issue such an information. I think it was on 
the evening of the 7th or 8th of July, although I am not quite sure 
which ; I think it was on the 7th- 

Mr. Tayler. Are you still on the Cannon matter? 

Mr. Owen. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. I will ask you to condense what you have to say as to 
it; reach results; what did you do? 

Mr. Owen. I then prepared an affidavit, which I submitted to Mr. 
Putnam, alleging the facts, citing the names of the witnesses whom I 
deemed competent and was satisfied were competent, and I published 
the same or caused the same to be published in the Salt Lake Tribune, 
and then Mr. Putnam did institute proceedings, and. I swore to the 
information and Mr. Cannon was arrested. While he denied his guilt 
most strenuously at that time, he pleaded guilty on the trial and was 
convicted. 

Mr. Tayler. Were there others prosecuted at that time on your 
affidavit? 
Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. What was the date of that conviction ? 

Mr. Owen. The conviction was in September, 1890 ; the arrest in 
Julv. Heber J. Grant and Joseph E. Taylor, Grant being an apostle 
and Taylor the first counselor to the stake president of Salt Lake 
stake, both plead guilty and were fined some nominal fines. Later I 
instituted proceedings against five persons in Sevier County-^-Olie 
Burg— 

Mr. Tayler. Never mind the names. 
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Mr. Owen. They all plead guilty and ^received nominal fines. 
The Chairman. What year was that I 

Mr. Owen. In 1899. I also laid information against Charles Kel- 
ley, president of the Boxelder stake, who was also convicted. 

Later I went before the county attorney of Davis County, Mr. Wil- 
liam Streeper, and laid an information upon affidavit before Mr. 
Streeper, alleging that Brigham H. Roberts was guilty of adultery, 
and also unlawful cohabitation. He, however, after procrastinating 
from time to time, saying that it was a matter of great importance, 
and that he was a very busy man, and that he had not haa time to 
attend to it, and that" the witnesses whom I had named could not 
testify to what I had alleged they could, although I had cited the 
mother of the twins to testify to the paternity of them, did not do 
anything. 

The Chairman. Whom do you mean by " he ? " 

Mr. Owen. Streeper, the county attorney. All informations in 
Utah have to be submitted to the county attorney or the grand jury. 

I subsequently laid four or five more informations of a similar 
character oefore Mr. Streeper, and he absolutely failed to do any- 
thing. ; ... . • 

I hied some thirty informations before the county attorney of Cache 
County, Mr. Nebelcer. He also failed to do anything, except in one 
case. We had rather a spirited newspaper correspondence, and 
finally he did consent to the arrest of Charles E. Merrill, who testi- 
fied here last spring. 

The Chairman. When were these complaints made; what year? 

Mr. Owen. The complaints were filed in 1899. But Merrill was 
convicted in February of 1900. I was satisfied by that time that it 
was absolutely impossible to do anything through the courts, where 
the fines were absolutely nominal. 

The Chairman. What do you mean by " nominal ? " 

Mr. Owen. From $25 to, I think the maximum was a hundred and 
fifty dollars^ most of which were paid by public subscriptions, I 
understood, and in some cases not paid at all. There was no inten- 
tion or desire, nor was it possible, to institute any such pr<Kseedings as 
would be preventive of the condition* - 

Joseph S. Horn, for instance, was arrested in Sevier County. At 
a date about a year and a half afterwards there was a sworn informa- 
tion laid before the county attorney of that county again, and he 
refused to prosecute. Joseph S. Horn at that time had just become 
the father of a child J>y his plural wife. 

Mr. Worthington . What county? 

Mr. Owen. Sevier County. He had another baby by the same 
woman about a year and a half ago, and the prospect is imminent 
again. 

Mr. Worthington. What were the proceedings in Sevier County '( 

Mr. Owen. There was a refusal to prosecute. 

Mr. Worthington. The fines were nominal in Sevier County? 

Mr. Owen. Yes, sir ; certainly. 

The Chairman. Any other instances? 

Mr. Owen. That is all I have attempted to do in regard to crimi- 
nal informations. I satisfied myself that it was absolutely im- 
possible. 

The Chairman. What is your information as to the course of the 
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parties convicted after they paid fines? Did they abandon then th* 
polygamous practices? 

Mr. Owen. They have not. 

The Chairman. They have continued them since? 

Mr. Owen. They continue the same relations. 

The Chairman. What do you mean by saying that these fines werv 
paid by public subscriptions ! 

Mr. Owen. That is my best information on the subject, and I un- 
derstood that in Sevier County they had a ball— a dance — for the 
purpose of paying these fines. 

Tlfe Chairman. To raise sufficient funds? 

Mr. Owen. And in Boxelder they sent around a subscription lisi 
for the purpose of paying the fines, but it would appear from th# 
records to-day that the" fines were never paid, although the subscript 
tions were. . 

The Chairman. Mr. Tayler is engaged for the moment, and, if it 
is agreeable to counsel, the committee will take a recess. 

Thereupon (at 12 o'clock and 50 minutes p, in.) the committee too* 
a recess until 1.30 o'clock p. m. 

AFTER recess. 

The (Committee reassembled at the expiration of the recess. v 
The Chairman. Mr. Tayler, you may proceed with the witness. 
Mr. Tayler. Before proceeding with the witness on the stand, Mr 
Chairman, I would like to put Mr. Balderston on for a moment. 
The Chairman. What is the name? 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Balderston, who testified before. I want to pU> 
frjf tt on in order to make proof of a single circumstance. 

. TESTIMONY 01 WILLIAM BALDERSTON — Continued. 

WiixiAM Balderston, having been previously sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows : 

Mr. Tayler. You have stated, Mr. Balderston, that you have bee* 
editor of the Idaho Daily Statesman — is it? 
Mr. Balderston. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. At Boise, for a good many years. You were the 
editor, I assume, in April, 1904? 
Mr. Balderston. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. I notice in the Daily Statesman of April 14, 1904, an 
editorial, nearly two columns long, entitled " Constitutional conven- 
tion." Do you recall the publication of that editorial in your paper? 

Mr. Balderston. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Were there any other editorials of importance prior 
to that? 

Mr. Balderston. I think there were. The subject was up, beinc 
discussed at various times, but this was when the matter was opened 
more fully than at any previous time. 

Mr. Tayler. That is what I was getting at. Was this what you 
would characterize a significant editorial? 

Mr. Balderston. Yesj that was intended to be the opening up of 
the entire subject. 
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Mr* Taylmi. Exactly. Do you recall, shortly after that, the opin- 
ion promulgated by the attorney-general of the State as to the Validity 
of the act or resolution which Had passed the legislature the year 
before providing for calling a constitutional convention? 

Mr. BALDERSTON . I do. 

Mr. Tayler. I notice what purports to be tht opinion of the 
attorney-general printed in the Statesman under date of April 23, 
1004. Do you recall the publication of that ? 

Mr. Balderston. Yes; I recall the fact that we did publish it along 
about that time. ...... ^ 

Mr. Tayler. How did you obtain this opinion? % 

Mr # Balderston. We secured a copy from the attorney-general. 

Mr. Tayler. And you have no reason to doubt its accuracy as 
printed in your paper? 

Mr. Balderston. None whatever. 

Mr. Tayler. I want to offer in evidence this editorial which opened 
up the discussion in the Statesman of April 14, 1904. Also the article 
entitled " Can not call a convention," in the issue of April 23, 1904, 
the most of which is made up of the opinion of the attorney-general 
on the auestion. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Who wrote this editorial ? 

Mr. Balderston. I did. 

The Chairman. You do not care to read it, I suppose, Mr. Tayler ? 
Mr. Tayler. No,* I do not care to read it, but I want it printed in 
the record. 

The newspaper articles above referred to are as follows; 

(Jdftfco Daily fttatwiiwtTT, Tburedfty, April 14» 1904. J 
CON STITU T IO NAL CONVENTION. 

44 The letter from Senator Dubois to the Democratic State commit- 
tee will serve to call public attention to the constitutional convention 
proposal inspired by the Mormon Church for the purpose of eliminat- 
ing from our fundamental law all those features which deal with the 
subject of polygamy and church supremacy. 

44 As has heretofore been pointed out by the Statesman, it is abso- 
lutely necessary to defeat this proposition at the polls at the forthcom- 
ing election. In order to accomplish that it is desirable that both 
parties' conventions declare against the proposal. If the people 
should make the mistake of voting to direct the next session of the 
legislature to call such a convention, it is practically certain the con- 
fctitution would be changed as desired by the church. 

44 Through southern and central Idaho the Mormons have been busy 
colonizing for some years. Thev have* colonies in Blaine, in Canyon, 
in Washington, in Ada, and in Boise counties, the work of colonizing 
in the latter having only recently been begun. Perhaps there are col- 
onies in other counties in which until recently there were few, if any, 
of that faith. Through these colonies the election of delegates to the 
constitutional convention would be controlled. In this manner a 
majority who could be relied upon would probably be chosen. If 
they did not have an actual majority they would succeed in making 
a political deal with one side or the other by means of which they 
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would accomplish their purpose. By the time the convention had 
been framed there would be enough partisanship injected into the 
matter to insure at the polls the ratification of the work of the 
convention. - 

" The joint resolution never should have been passed. It was the 
result of some of the trading done in the legislature, the exact inside 
facts of which may never be known. It was one of those stealthy 
approaches against which the people have to be on guard constantly. 

" In this connection a brier review of what has been done since 
the admission of the State, in connection with the general subject of 
Mormon participation in politices, is in order. When the constitu- 
tion was adopted it was the desire of the State to make such pro- 
visions that those people should be excluded if they persisted in the 
practice of polygamy and in placing the authority of the church 
above that or the State. A clause was adopted as part of the consti- 
tution withholding the franchise from persons practicing polygamy, 
or holding membership in a church teaching and advising the prac- 
tice, also those holding membership in any church which holds that 
the laws of the State prescribing rules of civil conduct are not the 
supreme law of the State. 

"Another clause authorized the legislature to make any additional 
qualifications for the right of suffrage, but prohibited from annulling 
any of those provided by the constitution. 

"At its first session the legislature enacted an election law in which 
an additional qualification was prescribed. The Mormon Church 
had just issued the manifesto, and discussion of its meaning and the 
good faith of the church were in full swim. Therefore the legisla- 
ture provided that no one should vote who practiced or ever had 
practiced polygamy, or who belonged to a church that taught or ever 
had taught polygamy, and so on. This was done to keep the Mor- 
mons from the polls pending such time as the people should become 
satisfied the church was acting in good faith. The Mormons had 
been disfranchised under the Territorial law, but under the manifesto 
of the church those who were not practicing polvgamy could claim 
the right to vote; so this provision was made continuing the disfran- 
chisement of all of them. 

" But the people of this State were generous. After two years, a 
majority having become convinced that the church was acting in 
good faith, they removed the retroactive feature of the election law 
at the second session. That simply left the constitutional provision 
in the law and in the elector's oath. By that legislation all were 
enfranchised who were not practicing polygamy, since it was held 
that the church had abandoned not only the teaching of polygamy 
but also its claim to supremacy over the State in matters of civil 
conduct. 

"The first insidious attack upon our laws was made at the next 
session. The legislation of 1903 was enacted after full discussion, 
but in the session of 1905 a further amendment was surreptitiously 
made which eliminated the constitutional provision from the election 
law. Very few people knew of that until long after it was done; ife 
was the fruit of some trade made by the Mormons. 

" That made the elector's oath a mere hollow shell, and at the last 
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session it was stricken out, as it was evidently an -unpleasant re- 
minder to the Mormons of what had existed in the past. 

" Following their success in 1895, they had a resolution introduced 
in 1897 providing for the calling of a constitutional convention, Thi.s 
was opposed vigorously, and it was finally dropped, The Mormons 
knew they could not proceed by amendment to accomplish their 
purpose, as the people could not be induced directly to remove those 
provisions from the constitution. The matter of a constitutional 
convention was discussed quietly at subsequent times, but it was not 
again seriously brought forward until the last session. Then it was 
quietly introduced and as quietly rushed through by the combination 
engaged in the trade. This was all arranged so cleverly that the 
resolution got the vote of practically all the legislature. Those not 
in the combine had learned enough to know that the Mormons wanted 
it, and they hastened to get aboard, so as to avoid giving offense to 
the element which had demonstrated its ability to accomplish any- 
thing it might undertake, 

"That is, in brief, the history of the legislative action on this 
entire subject. It needs only to be added ihat in successive legis- 
latures the Mormons have succeeded in preventing the enactment of 
a law providing for the punishment of those guilty of illegal cohabi- 
tation, and the State remains without any legislature on that subject. 

"There is no reason why the Mormons should seek to eliminate 
the constitutional provision under consideration, either from the 
statute or from the constitution itself. As it stands it injures none 
who is acting in good faith and refraining from the practice of 
polygamy. If the church is acting in good faith, the provision can 
never serve as a bar to participation in elections by any Mormon 
who may not be personally indulging in the offensive practice. 

u The people or the State of Idaho were magnanimous and generous 
in their treatment of the Mormon element of the population after the 
manifesto, removing their disabilities at the second session. They 
maintained the same generous attitude until accumulating evidences 
of bad faith indicated that the Mormon Church was determined to 
accomplish purposes subversive of the best interests of the State. 
This insidious, stealthy movement against the constitutional provi- 
sions respecting participation in elections and the final secretive pas- 
sage of this constitutional convention resolution have been in them- 
selves acts of bad faith, since they have demonstrated the existence 
of dangewms purpose, entertained in violation of every principle of 
their dealings with those who had so generously placed the Mormon 
people upon a footing of complete political equality with themselves. 

"There can be no question. about the bad faith and dangerous pur- 
pose of the church in this matter, and it is perfectly apparent, as the 
Statesman has heretofore pointed out, that it is necessary to defeat 
the proposed constitutional convention at the polls. No fair-minded 
man, even though he be a Mormon, can deny the impropriety of the 
action of the church in seeking to bring about the proposed change 
in our fundamental law.*' 
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[Idaho Daily Stat«oem»n, Satnrdajr, April 28, 1904.] 

CAN NOT CALL A CONVENTION— NECESSARY LEO AT, REQUIREMENTS NOT 
COMPLIED WITH BY LEGISLATORS; — ATTORNEY-GEN ERAL B AGLET SO 
AVERS— RESOLUTION PASSED RECOMMENDING CALL FOR CONVENTION 
NOT SUFFICIENT-— SHOULD HAVE BEEN FOLLOWED UP BY BILL PROVID- 
ING METHOD BY WHICH ELECTORS* MIGHT VOTE FOR OR AGAINST PRO- 
POSAL TO HOLD CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION, AND AS THIS BILL 
FAILED TO PASS THE HOUSE THE QUESTION IS NOT LEGALLY BEFORE 
THE PEOPLE AND CAN NOT BE VOTED UPON IN NOVEMBER. 

" In response to the question : * Has there been any legal provision 
made for calling a constitutional convention?' Attorney-General 
John A. Bagley has rendered an opinion to the effect that the joint 
resolution passed by the seventh legislature, recommending that the 
electors vote upon the question of calling a constitutional convention 
at the next general election, has not been legally submitted to the 
electors and can not be printed upon the ballot or voted' upon in 
November of this year. The resolution, in the opinion of the attor- 
ney-general, merely provided u mode of submitting the question to 
the electors, but the bill necessary to place the question before the 
electors in a legal manner failed to pass the house of representatives. 

" The resolution recommending to the electors that a constitutional 
convention be called for the purpose of revising and amending the 
State constitution and that the question be voted upon at the coming 
election passed the senate on March 2, 1903, and the house of repre- 
sentatives on March 4, 1003. To give this resolution full effect it was 
necessary that a bill should be passed authorizing the secretary of 
state to publish a certified copy of the resolution for at least six weeks 
prior to the election in one paper of general circulation in each county 
in the State, in order to comply with constitutional provisions. 

" Such a bill was introduced and passed in the senate, but was 
never acted upon by the house of representatives; hence, the attorney- 
general maintains, the question can not legally be submitted to* a vote 
at the forthcoming election. # 

FULL TEXT OF OPINION. 

"The opinion of Attorney-General Bagley, which was delivered 
yesterday, is in full as follows : 

" Boise, Idaho, April 21, 190^ 
" Hon. W. E. Borah, Boise, Idaho. « 

" Dear Sir: Replying to yours of April 14, in which you ask: 
4 Has there been any legal provision made for calling a constitutional 
convention? ' will say: 

" The members of the last legislature passed the following resolu- 
tion: 

" 'Zte it resolved by the legislature of the State of Idaho : 
"'Section 1. That it is deemed necessary to call a constitutional 
convention to revise and amend the constitution of the State of 
Idaho; we recommend that the electors of the State of Idaho, at the 
next general election of this State, vote for or against a constitutional 
convention. 

" ' Sec. 2* The question to be submitted to the electors of the State 
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of Idaho at the next general election shall be in form as follows: 
Shall there be a constitutional convention called by the eighth session 
of the legislature of the State of Idaho to revise and amend the con- 
stitution f 

THE NECESSARY BILL* 

" Senate bill No. 115 provided : 

" ^Be it enacted by the legislature of the State of Idaho: 

"'Section 1. That senate joint resolution No. 10, which recom- 
mends that the electors of the State of Idaho vote at the next general 
election upon the question, Shall there be a constitutional convention 
called by the eighth session of the legislature of the State of Idaho 
to revise and amend the constitution? is hereby submitted to the 
electors of the State of Idaho to be voted upon at the general election 
to be held in November, 1904. 

" 4 Sec. 2. The secretary of state shall cause a certified copy of said 
resolution to be published for at least six weeks next preceding the 
said election in at least one newspaper of general circulation in each 
county of the State of Idaho, and shall require proof of publication 
to be made by affidavit filed with the secretary of state, which he shall 
preserve as part of the records of his office.' 

" Failed to pass house. 

" This bill passed the senate March 6, 1903, and was transmitted 
to the house of representatives the same day. The legislature ad- 
journed March 7, and before any action was taken upon this bill by 
the house. What was required ? 
"Article 3, section 20, of the constitution provides: 

/ " 4 Whenever two-thirds of the members elected to each branch of 
the legislature shall deem it necessary to call a convention to revise 
or amend this constitution they shall recommend to the electors to 
vote at the next general election for or against a convention, and if a 
majority of the electors voting at said election shall have voted for 

. a convention, the legislature shall at the next session provide by law 
for calling the same ; and such convention shall consist of a number 
of members not less than double the number of the most numerous 
branch of the legislature.' 
" Resolution valueless. 

" The house having failed to pass senate bill No. 115, providing for 
the submission of the resolution recommending that the electors vote 
for or against the calling of a constitutional convention, leaves us 
with the resolution, but .without authority or any provision to submit 
it to the people at the coming election. The legislature has the sole 
authority to submit this question to the people and to point out a 
mode for the expression of their will on the subject. (Cooley's Con- 
stitutional Convention, 39.) , 

" This resolution should be submitted to the people by an act of the 
legislature, which should pass both branches with the same formalities 
as any other law and receive the approval of the governor. Until 
this is done this question is not submitted to the people. There is no 
authority for anyone to print this resolution upon the ballot at the 
next election or tor the electors to vote upon that question. 
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MERELY A SUGGESTION, 

" The members of the legislature in adopting this resolution did not 
act in the capacity of a legislature, but in the capacity of a body, com- 
mittee, or a convention, clothed with special authority. Their recom- 
mendation to the electors to vote upon the question of calling a con- 
stitutional convention, reduced to the form of a resolution, was not an 
act or a resolution of the legislature, but a resolution of that special 
body or convention. 

"It could only operate by way of advice or recommendation. It 
amounted to nothing more than a proposition or suggestion to the 
people to decide whether thoy would or would not have a constitu- 
tional convention. 

CAN NOT BE VOTED UPON. 

" No provision has been made for submitting this question to the 
people, and, therefore, it can not be clone. The legislature undertook 
to provide a mode of submitting it, but the measure failed in (ho house. 

** I therefore am of the opinion that the resolution ro > . Tiding 
that the electors vote upon the question of calling a constitutional 
convention, at the next general election, has not been legally sub- 
mitted to the electors of the State and can not be printed upon the 
ballot or voted upon at the next general election. 
" The following cases bear generally upon this subject: 
" Wells v. Bain, 75 Pehn. St., 39. 
" Koehler v. Hill, 60 Iowa, 543 (at 614). 
" Luther v. Borden, 7 Howard, 38. 
"Jameson's Constitutional Convention, 525-576. 
" 6 A. E. & E., 901-903. 
" Opinion of the justices, 6 Cush., 573. 
" Collier v. Freersen, 24 Ala., 100. 
" Hatch v, Stoneman, 66 CaL, 632. 
" Respectfully, 

r ' " John A. Bagley, 

Attorney -General? 

Mr. Tayler. I notice this letter or opinion of the attorney -general, 
expressing the opinion that the resolution was not properly adopted, 
is addressed to W. E. Borah, of Boise, Idaho. The letter is dated 
April 21, 1904, and begins, " Replying to yours of April 14, in which 
you ask, ' Has there been any legal provision made for calling a con- 
stitutional convention ?"' is that the same W. E. Borah who was 
announced in this case as one of the counsel for Senator Smoot? 

Mr. Balderston. It was. 

Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

Mr. Wortiiington. Now, let us look at the editorial, Mr. Tayler. 
We may want to ask him something about it. 
Mr. Tayler. I wish you would. 

The Chairman. Mr. Worthington, shall Mr. Tayler proceed with 
this witness ? 

Mr. Worthington. I would prefer to glance through this first. 
I want to get an idea of its general character. [After examining the 
paper.] f assume, under the ruling heretofore made, that this would 
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be competent in this case. I merely remark as it goes in that we do 

not think so. 

The Chairman, I have not seen the editorial. I do not just now' 
see its bearing, but it may go in. 

Mr. Wohthington. It undertakes to be a statement by this gentle- 
man of a great array of facts about the Mormons in Idaho. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Chairman, in justice to myself I feel that I do 
not like to have this comment pass unnoticed or uncommented on. 

This is the editorial appearing in a paper whose character we have 
heard described, not an organ in the sense that it is defined or de- 
clared by somebody or some party to be its organ, but a great organ 
pf public sentiment, made so by its own public utterances in this 
State, whose people it reaches, and where, as in this instance, it pro- 
mulgates a serious expression of its opinion upon a great public 
question. 

Now, that is a part, and a most essential, important; and- well 
understood part of the political history of that time, and its relation 
to this transaction is quite apparent. I can think of nothing that has 
been brought into the case more appropriate, more technically proper 
in an investigation of this kind, than this editorial. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I agree with my brother that there has been 
very little offered in this case that is not just as competent as this. 

Mr. Tayler. Of course that is an observation, ana is entitled to all 
the benefit that can be derived from it. 

The Chairman. Is there anything further desired of this witness? 

Mr. Tayler. That is all, as far as we are concerned. 

The Chairman. You may stand aside, Mr. Balderston, and Mr. 
Owen will resume the stand. 

TB8TIM0HT 0* CHARLES MOSTYH OWEH— Continued. 

Charles M. Owen, having been previously sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows : 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Owen, I believe that when we took the recess we 
were talking about the prosecution of Brigham H. Roberts, in 1899 
or thereabouts? 

Mr. Owen. Yes, sir; that and others. In the same year, and about 
tile same time, I placed gworn informations before the county attor- 
ney of Salt Lake County, charging President Lorenzo Snow with 
unlawful cohabitation with two women, alleging Sarah to be the 
lawful wife, she having been so declared by the supreme court of the 
Territory of Utah, and the plural wife as Minnie Jensen or Snow. 
Minnie Jensen at that time had a small child, quite an infant, and 
there was no question as to the facts. Mr. Putnam, the county attor- 
ney, however, refused the information on the ground that he did not 
feel satisfied with the testimony upon which the supreme court of the 
Territory had declared Sarah to be the legal wife, and therefore the 
warrant was not issued. 

The Chairman. What year was that? 

Mr. Owen. 1899. 

I also laid an information against Brigham H. Roberts, of Salt 
Lake County, alleging that Margaret C. Roberts was the plural wife 
and that he Was unlawfully cohabiting with her. It was a matter of 
great difficulty to get that warrant issued. It was, however, issued, 
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and upon trial in the following year, upon an agreed statement of 
facts Between the prosecution and the defense, based upon the evi- 
dence laid before the Committee on Elections in the Roberts case in 
Washington, they admitted from the jury a verdict of guilty. It 
was appealed upon the question as to whether the indictment was 
properly drawn, it not having alleged that both wives were living 
in tlie same county or that one^ was living in one county and one in 
the other. Upon final determination by the supreme court of the 
State it was held that the indictment was faulty in that respect, and 
the information was quashed. 

I also laid an information before the county attorney of Salt Lake 
County alleging that John C. Graham, of Provo and Salt Lake, was 
living in unlawful cohabitation. He was at that time United 
States postmaster at Provo, The plural wife had been, up to the 
month of May of that year, living in Salt Lake County, and a child 
was about to be born when she left the county and went into hiding. 
I discovered her later at Payson, in Utah County, and the prosecut- 
ing attorney refused the information upon the ground that the 
crime, if any, had been committed in Utah County. I denied that, 
and still stood on my statement in regard to cohabitation in Salt 
Lake County, alleging that the other wife was living in Utah 
County. She was also convicted, but upon appeal to the supreme 
court the information was quashed. 

The Chairman. What year was that? 

Mr. Owen. 1899. The case was tried in 1900. In the case of the 
Roberts information in Davis County, where he was charier! with 
unlawfully cohabiting with Celia Diddle, I had a great deal of trou- 
ble to get hold of Mr. Streeper at all. 

Mr. Tayler. He was the county attorney? 

Mr. Owen. The county attorney. First of all, he made appoint- 
ments and then failed to keep them, at a great deal of trouble to my- 
self* because he was 18 miles from Salt Lake and the connection is 
rather bad to make and do any business in Farmington. When, how- 
ever, I did get him, after a second or third appointment, I took a 
stenographer with me for the purpose of having an accurate state- 
ment on both sides. He refused to allow the presence of the stenog- 
rapher, fired him out of the office, and then proceeded to write and to 
take down my answers. I demanded the same privilege, and among 
other questions he asked me : 

" Do you know of any injury^ to the sentiments of Davis County? 
Don't you think it would show a better motive if this were done by a 
resident of Davis County ?" 

To which I answered : 

" I^believe that the State of Utah and the United States of America 
are wider than Davis County. I believe that under our statutes I 
have the right to make this complaint, and now await your decision." 

He then said < 

" If any action for malicious prosecution should be instituted 
against you by these defendants, do you not think the fact that you 
had come out of your resident county would be against you ?" 

I asked him if he made that as a threat, and he said he did not. 

He, however, refused to prosecute. That practically ended that 
campaign. 

Mr. Tayler. When was that? 
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Mr. Owen. In October of 1899. 

The Chaibman. What position did he hold? 

Mr. X) wen. He was county attorney. 

The Chaibman. Prosecuting attorney or county attorney? 

Mr. Owen. County attorney. 

The Chaibman. Do you know his religious affiliations? 
Mr. Owen. He is a Mormon. 

Mr* Tayleb. Now ? at Farmington Brigham H. Roberts had two 
wives living at that time, had he not ? 
Mr. Owen. He had 

Mr. Tayleb. And by both of them he had children ? 
Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Was it not a fact notorious in that community that he 
had these two wives there and had these families ? 
Mr. Owen. Yes, sir ; most notorious. 
Mr. Tayleb. Go on. 

Mr. Owen. Later in 1900, after my return from Washington in the 
Koberts campaign, I tried to force 

Mr. Wobthington. Where was this? I did not catch the first 
word. 

Mr. Owen. I say later in 1900 I tried to force the county attorney 
of Cache County into some prosecutions there, and he refused, alleg- 
ing that the evidence which I had cited to him or the persons whom 
I had cited to him as being competent witnesses would not testify and 
that he would hot institute any proceedings in which the witnesses 
Were hot willing witnesses. 

I then took up with him, instead of the whole 30 cases at once, which 
I thought were too much for Ids capacity, one case at a time. The 
first case I took up was the case of Charles Merrill, who appeared 
upon volume 2, page 552, among the licenses— a license for Him to 
marry Chioe Hendricks, dated March 14, 1891, in which he swore 
that he was a single and unmarried man. It also appeared in the 
registry of births, in entry No. 186, that Charles Merrill is the father 
and Annie V. Merrill the mother of a male child named Roy Stod- 
dard, born March 29, 1898, and signed by L. M. Hunt, obstetrician. 

Mr. Tayleb. And that was another woman than the one named in 
the marriage license? 

Mr. Owen. Another woman than the one named Hendricks, who 
was his legal wife. 

After some period had elapsed he did take up the Charles Merrill 
case on a charge of unlawful cohabitetion only, and Merrill was fined 
$50. The other cases, however, he refused and failed to prosecute in 
any manner, shape, or form, although in the case of Joseph E. Wilson 
Wilson was certified in the registry of births to be the father of two 
children by two different women within three months. I claimed 
that to be prima facie evidence that some crime had been committed, 
preferably adultery. 

The Chaibman. What is the date of that? 

Mr. Owen. The date of the Wilson births was 1899. It is well 
within the statute of limitations, however, and he refused to prose- 
cute, and has still continued to refuse to prosecute. 

Tine Chaibman. Is this officer a Gentile or a Mormon? 

Mr. Owen. He is a Mormon. He was reelected as the county 
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attorney, and now is the district attorney, I believe. He was a candi- 
date, anyhow, during the last election, and I think was elected. 

During September of 1903 was my next attempt to have the law 
enforced, ana I thereafter called upon the county attorney in Salt 
Lake County and offered an information against Joseph F 
Smith — - 

The Chairman. The president of the church ? 

Mr. Owen. The president of the church, alleging him to have been 
guilty of unlawful cohabitation, upon the testimony which he him- 
self admitted was correct in this room, namely, that he had gone to 
St. Louis with one wife, and later had attended, within some thirty 
days, I think, a lunch party at Senator Kearns's residence with an- 
other wife; and I was refused that information. That county attor- 
ney, however, was a Gentile; but I have found that the Gentiles are 
even more difficult, in some respects, than the Mormons to induce to 
enforce these questions, for the reason that their election* their re- 
nomination, depends wholly on the good will they have from these 
people, and he was afraid really to lose it 

Mr. Van Cott. What was his name? 

Mr. Owen. George JVesterfelt. 

The Chairman. What other effort, if any, Aid you make? 

Mr. Owen. I have not made any other effort in that criminal line. 
I have found it— satisfied myself, at least— that it is impossible to 
achieve any preventive results. 

The Chairman. Let me ask you why it is impossible? 

Mr. Owen. Fines are paid by 'public subscription. The defend- 
ants go right along in the same practices which they were in before, 
and I never thought it desirable to merely nag, nag, nag at them if 
no results were achievable. 

The Chairman, How about the officers serving the processes when 
issued? 

Mr. Owen. That I have never questioned. That was beyond my 
province. 

The Chairman. All right. Go on, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. Was there some suggestion of prosecution of polyga- 
mists in Idaho recently ? 

Mr. Owen. Yes. During the past summer I spent some time in 
southeastern Idaho and western Wyoming with a view of checking 
up the practice of polygamy there. Shortly after my return I 
learned of a challenge by Mr. Borah, that if any sworn informations 
were presented he would prosecute to a conviction. 

Mr. Tayler. This is the same Mr. Borah who is one of Senator 
Smoot's counsel ? 

Mr. Owen. Yes, sir; I so understand it. 

Mr. Tayler. All right 

Mr. Owen. I thereupon drew up a list of twenty prominent polyg- 

a mists in different sections of the State 

Mr. Tayler. Of Idaho? 

Mr. Owen. Of Idaho; giving their names and the names of their 
wives; but, having been advised by those whom I believe to be com- 

r stent attorneys that there was no sufficient law in the State of Idaho, 
did not cite any statute to which their practice was contrary. The 
names of those twenty men I have. 
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Mr. Tayler. Let mo understand. What was it that Mr. Borah 
challenged the production of? 

Mr. Owbn, This is the letter, quoting as nearly as possible what 
I had learned. 

Mr. Worthington. A letter from whom to whom? 

Mr. Owen. From me to Mr. Borah, and directed from the Capital 
Hotel, Boise, Idaho, October 24, 1904. 

Mr. Tayler. You were in Boise at this time? 

Mr. Owen. I was in Boise at this time. The letter is as follows: 

Capitol Hotel, 
Boise, Idaho, October #4? J 904. 

Hon. W. E. Borah, Boise, Idaho. 

Sir: I have recently learned of the statements of Hon. Frank Good- 
ing to the effect that there are only 10 polygamists in the State of 
Idaho, and of your own challenge that if any sworn charge be filed 
that you will prosecute the same to a conviction. 

In accordance with your own statement T herewith hand you the 
following 20 informations, upon oath, charging the polygamists named 
with cohabiting with more than one woman as his wife. They are: 

1. William Budge, Paris, Bear Lake County, Idaho, cohabiting 
with Lizzie Budge, Julia Budge, and Ann Budge. 

2. William C. Parkinson, of Whitney, Oneida County, Idaho, co- 
habiting with Nellie Nash Parkinson, of Hyrum, Cache County, Utah, 
and Lulu Benson, Oneida County, Idaho. 

3. S. R. Parkinson, of Preston, Oneida County, Idaho, cohabiting 
with Mariat Smart Parkinson, and her sister, Charlotte Smart. 

4. J. U. Stucki, of Paris, Bear Lake County, Idaho, a trustee of the 
Pocatcjlo Academy, a State institution, cohabiting with Margaret 
Stucki, Jane Stucki, and Clara Spori, all of Paris, Bear Lake County, 
Idaho. 

5. O. Ci Ormsby, of Rexburg, Fremont County, Idaho, cohabiting 
with Marilla Ormsby, of Logan, Cache County, Utah, and Rebecca 
Langton, of Rexburg, Idaho. 

6. James Lowe, oi Franklin, Oneida County, Idaho, cohabiting 
with Eliza D. Lowe and Lizzie Kingsf ord. 

7. Samuel Kunz, of Bates, Fremont County, Idaho, cohabiting with 
Mrs. Samuel Kunz and Caroline Kunz. 

8. E. Lorenzo Burgoyne, of Montpelier, Bear Lake County, Idaho, 
cohabiting with Mrs. E. L. Burgoyne and Binnie Cederlund, her 
sister ' ■ - ' m 

9. Ira Call, of Bancroft, Bannock County, Idaho, cohabiting with 
Mrs. Ira Call and Carah R. Call. 

10. Chet Call, of Chesterfield, Bannock County, Idaho, cohabiting 
with Mrs. Chet Call and J ane D. Call. 

11. Mathias F. Cowley, of Preston, Oneida County, Idaho, cohabit- 
ing with Abbie H. Cowley, of Salt Lake City, Utah, and Luella 
Parkinson, of Preston, Idaho. 

12* William Daines, of Preston, Oneida County, Idaho, cohabiting 
with Lizzie H. Daines and her sister, Chloe Hatch. 

13. Gottfried Eschler, postmaster at Raymond, Toms Fork, Bear 
Lake County, Idaho, cohabiting with Mrs. Rose Kunz Eschler and 
Rose Kunzler. 
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14. Samuel Humphreys, of Dingle, Bear Lake County, Idaho, co- 
habiting with Mrs. Sarah Humphreys and her sister, Martha Clifton. 

15. Kobert Price, of Paris, Bear Lake County, Idaho, cohabiting 
with Mrs. Susan Price, Chrissie Price, and Mrs. Gray. 

16. Walter Hoge, of Paris, Bear Lake County, Idaho, cohabiting 
with Mrs. Walter Hoge and Sarah Hoge, all of Paris. Mr. Hoge is 
the present candidate on the Republican ticket for sheriff. 

17. L. L. Hatch, late postmaster of Franklin, Oneida County, 
Idaho, cohabiting with Mrs. Anna S. Hatch and Sarah Doney. 

18. Hyrum Ricks, formerly probate judge, of Rexburg, Fremont 
County, Idaho, cohabiting with Mrs. Martha Ricks and Emily Ricks. 

10. William Hymas, of Liberty, Republican candidate for the 
legislature, Bear Lake County, Idaho, cohabiting with Mrs. William 
Hymas and Jane D. Hymas, 

20. Joshua Hawks, of Rexburg, Fremont County, Idaho, cohabit- 
ing with Mary A. Hawks, of Franklin, Idaho, and Sarah Smart, of 
Rexburg, Idaho. 

If you will draw the formal complaint,- conforming in substance 
with the inclosed, I stand ready to affirm the same ana name compe- . 
tent witnesses in support of the charges. 

Upon the completion of these prosecutions, I further stand ready 
to supply additional charges of a similar character against 100 more 
persons, residents, either temporary or permanent, of the State of 
Idaho. | 

. Trusting that this grave matter will receive your earnest and imme- 
diate attention, I am, 

Yours, most respectfully, Charles Mostyn Owen. 

Mr. Tayler. These twenty persons named were all prosecuted, I 
suppose? 

Mr. Owen. They were none of them prosecuted. He replied a day 
or two later, at Lewiston, in a rather indefinite manner, stating in a 
rough wav that he had received this matter; that he did not know 
this Charles Mostyn Owen ; that he was not hunting the snipe of the 
valley, but that lie was hunting the tiger in the jungle, Fred T. 
Dubois! 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you that letter? 
Mr. Owen. No ; that was made in a speech. 
Mr. Worthington. What a pity ! 
Mr. Owen. Yes ; I should like it. 

Mr, Tayler. I believe that in this statement in reply to the chal- 
lenge of Mr. Borah that if the name of the polygamist was furnished 
(o him he would prosecute, you included the-name of William Budge? 

Mr. Owen. I did. 

Mr. Tayler. And you charged him with having only three wives, 
T belie via, there? 
Mr. Owen. That is all, sir ; three. 

Mr. Tayler. Onty the number that he himself confessed to? 
Mr. Owen. Yes, sir 

Mr. JTayler. And up to date Mr. Borah has not undertaken to 
make any trouble for Mr. Budge? 

Mr. Owen. I believe that he has not, and is still hunting tigers. 

The Chairman. I want to ask about this man Borah. What is his 
position? 

S. Doc. 486, 59-1, vol 2 27 
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Mr* Owen. He is an attorney, of Boise City, Idaho. He was then 
speaking on the stump. 
The Chairman. A prosecuting attorney? 
Mr. Owen. No, sir; he is just an attorney. 
Mr. Van Cott. Is he a Gentile? 
Mr. Owen. I have understood so; yes. 

Mr. Tayler. I think his name appears as counsel in this case. 
That is what I wanted to make sure of. 
The Chairman. The record will show* 

Mr. Worthington. The record will show that his name is signed 
to the answer as one of the counsel for Senator Smoot. The record 
will also show that he has not since appeared in the case. 

Mr. Tayler. All right. 

The Chairman. It is the same person who appears as associate 
counsel in this case for Mr. Smoot? 

Mr. Worthington. He signed the answer, Mr. Chairman. He has 
not otherwise appeared in the case. 

The Chairman. I did not remember to have seen him here. 

Mr. Tayler. Was any other answer received to this communication 
except what you learned Mr. Borah said in a speech ? 

Mr* Owen. Not to that letter. I took up the question of his Lewis- 
ton speech, and wrote him 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Chairman, I said that Mr. Borah signed 
the answer. I should say his name is signed to the answer in this 
case* 

The^ Chairman. I want to inquire right there about this matter. 
Counsel says that he corrects the statement by saying his name is 
signed to it. Was that without his authority? 

Mr. Worthington. We had intended to explain this matter later 
on. It was signed with the understanding that he was one of the 
counsel in the case, and signed bygone of the counsel who was here. 
As to what his relation to the case is, in view of what has taken place 
here we may have something to offer on that matter later. 

Mr. Owen. I took up this question of his Lewiston speech with 
him, and I got a letter from him subsequently. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you the letter? 

Mr. Owen. I have the letter; yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Read it. 

Mr. Owen. It is headed " W. E. Borah, Attorney at Law, Boise 
City, Idaho, November 1, 1904," and is as follows: 

W. E. Bor*h, Attorney at Law, 

Boise, Idaho, November 1,1904. 

Chas. M. Owen, 

Salt Lake City, l/tt L 
Sir: Yours of the Sfth reached me here to-day. I observe that 
the contents of your letter consist of a poem. I am glad you have 
found time in vour busy life of a sleuth to read poetry. I trust 
very sincerely that you will continue your reformation and indulge 
in a few poetic strains occasionally. 

Very respectfully, ... W.E.Borah. 

Mr. Worthington* What was the letter you wrote to him ? 
Mr. Owen. I quoted a poem known as "Thomson of Angels," by 
Bret Harte. 
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Mr. Tayler. Was there a reference in your letter to. his challenge 
to produce the names of polygamists? 

Mr. Owen. He has never referred to that in any manner, shape/ 
or form. 

Mr. Tayler. Then I do not care about these side issues. 
Mr. Worthinoton. Could not that poem go in here, to complete 
the record? 
Mr. Tayler. If you like if, yes. 

Were you ever called upon to produce the names of the additional 
hundred polygamists in Idaho? 

Mr. Owen. I have not been so called upon. 

Mr. Tayler. Was the evidence on which you base the statement 
that the 20 persons whose names you gave to Air. Borah were polyga- 
mists of the same credibility as the evidence on which you based the 
statement that William Budge was a polygamist? 

Mr. Owen. 14 was. 

Mr. Tayler. And is there anything else you know in connection 
with these proposed or threatened prosecutions of polygamists in 
Idaho? 

Mr. Owen. There is nothing in Idaho. There is a small matter 
that came up in Wyoming. While in Star Valley, Wyoming, I 
learned that William H. Kennington, United States commissioner 
for the district of Wyoming, was a polygamist, and in that connec- 
tion I wrote a letter inclosing an affidavit to Judge Riner, of the 
district court of the district of Wyoming, alleging that said William 
H. Kennington was a polygamist and cohabiting with more than one 
woman as nis wife. Judge Riner immediately took the matter up 
and sent, by the hands of a deputy marshal, a citation to Mr. Ken- 
nington to appear before the district court and say why he should not 
be dismissed, which was all that was asked in my complaint. 
The Chairman^ What office did he hold ? 
Mr. Owen. United States commissioner for the district court. 
Mr. Tayler. What happened further than that ? Do you know ? 
Mr. Owen. I do not know that that action is completed yet. I 
understand that he is to resign. 

Mr. Tayler. Is Star Valley the place where the Republican sena- 
tor-elect is the president of the stake? 

Mr. Owen. George Osmond ? Yes. He is a holdover senator, and 
I understand is an applicant to succeed Mr. Kennington. 
Mr. Tayler. As United States commissioner? 
Mr. Owen. As United States commissioner. He preceded him. 
Mr. Tayler. Mr. Owen, you have given a large amount of atten- 
tion to the subject of prosecutions for polygamy and polygamous 
cohabitation in the State of Utah and elsewhere, and some comment 
has been made in the course of this hearing to the effect that the pub- 
lic has condoned the practice in Utah. I would like to have you state 
in a word what is your view on the question as to whether or not it 
is in the mind of anybody that successful prosecutions of cases of 
polygamous cohabitation could be carried on in Utah short of the 
price of destruction of a man's business or his situation as a member 
of society there to his own satisfaction. 5 

Mr. Owen. It is impossible to Enforce any prosecution. The per- 
sons most interested, and many who resent the condition bitterly, are 
afraid to utter their sentiments, I remember one peculiarly obnox* 
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ions feature to me, I believe that the gentleman I intend to refer to 
js in Washington, and I say it therefore hoping that he will appear. 

While Judge Bartch was chief justice, in the year 1899 — I think he 
was chief justice ; at any rate, he was on the supreme bench-— he 
approached me one night on West Temple street, near the Tribune 
office. The in formation against -Lorenzo Snow was then pending. 
He told me that he thought the information was ill advised 

The Chairman. Was it in his court f 

Mr, Owen. No i he was on the supreme bench. That Mr. Snow was 
an exceedingly old man and the nead of the church, and it would 
arouse a good deal of resentment by the Mormon people, etc. 

I asked him if it was not a fact, whether he knew it or not, that 
Mr. Snow had a very young infant in the family by the ninth wife. 
He said he could not say as to that. I said : " Mr. Bartch, for your 
own information I will state that he has, and the reason of my 
prosecution of Mr. Snow is this, that I have never desired to prosecute 
any of the rabble, so to speak, of the Mormons— th6 poor class, those 
who are financially unable to help themselves," but that it was the 
leaders of the church and those most offensive that I was after; that 
Mr. Snow *as the president of the church and had unlimited funds 
froni HWk titnmg^fund to protect himself ; that he was a member of 
the twelve apostles, who had signed the petition for amnesty ad- 
dressed to the President of the United States, in which he had pledged 
his faith and honor for future compliance with the law, and that 
there was every feature in his case that was most offensive, and there- 
fore I had sworn the information, and I proposed to stay with it. 
Whe*Tfl man on the supreme bench goes out of nis way- — 
n Jfr. WoitrHiNGTON. Are we to have an argument from the witness 
or a statement! 

Mr. OwiK. I beg your pardon. I considered it in this light- 

Mr. WoBrmNOTON, I object to how he considered it. He should 
state the facts. ■ v 

. The Chairman. Just state the facte, Mr. Owen. 

Mr. Qwrn. The facts are just as I have stated, that he did ask me 
practically to withdraw the complaint, that he thought it was ill ad- 
vised. Yoti can riot get testimony— that is, those who can testify 
wiH hot testify. Hie information that I get comes to me under" the 
moat solemn pledges of protection as to the name of the informant, 
and very largely from the members of the family themselves. 

Mr. Tatmsr. You may inquire, gentlemen. 

The Chairman. Mr, Owen, you have been over Utah pretty gen- 
erally, I understand. I will ask to what extent, in your judgment, 
ia polygamy or polygamous cohabitation practiced the State of 
Utah! 

Mr. Owih. There is hardly a settlement of any size without its 
polygamists. Some sections are worse than others. 
The Chairman. What sections? 

Mr. Owxw. I should say that Davis County is the worst; next to 
it, Cache County; then probably the St George country. Of course, 
Salt Lake is always preeminent by reason of its larger population 
and of being the residence of manv high officials of the church. 

The Chairman. How prevalent is polygamy or polygamous co« 
habitation in Idaho! ^- ' . 

Mr. Own*. The same condition wste m southeastern Idaho, in 
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the Mormon settlement, as in Utah. They are scattered around, par- 
ticularly in those settlements that seem farthest from the railroads. 
Star Valley, on the edge of Idaho and AVyoming, is probably the most 
condensed bunch of jpolyga mists. 
The Chairman. That is in Wyoming? 

Mr. Owen. It is on the line between Idaho and Wyoming* The 
State line runs through the valley, though most of the settlements 
are in Wyoming. 

The Chairman. Do you know anything about, the existence of 
polygamy in other States or Territories in that vicinity? 

Mr. Owen. My information goes to that point, that it exists in 
Colorado, Nevada, Oregon, Arizona, and New Mexico, besides Old 
Mexico and Alberta. 

The Chairman. Do you know whether Mr. Grant's wives are with 
him in England? 

Mr. Owen. A plural wife is with him. I understand. 

The Chairman. Where are the others? 

Mr. Owen. The legal wife is in Salt Lake City. 

Senator Dubois, Is it your information that the present attorney- 
general of Idaho, Mr. Bagley, entered into polygamy after the mani- 
festo of 1890? 

Mr. Owen. My information is that he married Lydia Austin as his 
plural wife about 1892. She is, however, dead. 
Mr. Worthinoton. She died when ? 
Mr. Owen. In 1897 or 1898, 1 think. 

Senator Dubois. Have vou any information as to whether he has 
taken another wife since she died I 

Mr. Owen. Well, I have heard, but I am not yet satisfied of the 
evidence in my own mind. The wife, if married, is far distant, and 
it is impossible for me to cover all the territory. 

The Chairman. I do not know but that you have stated — if you 
have I have forgotten — when you went to Utah. 

Mr, Owen. I went there first in 1887. 

The Chairman. And have you resided there ever since? 

Mr. Owen. I have. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Mr. Owen, as to this matter in Idaho, do you 
know whether or not there is any statute in Idaho about polygamous 
cohabitation? 

Mr. Owen. There is a statute against cohabitation— lewd and 
lascivious cohabitation; and my advice from what appeared to me 
competent attorneys was that it would be impossible to convict under 
that statute. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you any objection to stating who were 
the attorneys who gave you that advice? If you have, I will not ask 
you. 

Mr. Owen. No; I forget now. I took the matter up some two or 
three years ago— in 1900. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do you mean you do not remember the names 
of the attorneys or that you have no objection to giving their names? 

Mr. Owen. Well, I should rather not answer the question as to the 
names of the attorneys. They are Salt Lake attorneys in good prac- 
tice, and it might be an injury to them in their practice. 

Mr. Worthington. I will not press it They are men upon whose 
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knowledge of the law you relied, or you would not have asked their 
opinion? 
Mr. Owen. I did rely upon it. 

Mr. Worthington. They told you there was no statute in Idaho 
which covered this offense? 

Mr. Owen. It seemed to them questionable whether any conviction 
could be obtained under it. 

Mr. Worthington. Did they simply say it was questionable, or 
that in their judgment no conviction could be obtained, that the 
statute would not apply ? 

Mr. Owen. It seemed to them, as they told me at the time, as T 
recollect, that it was ineffective. 

Mr. Worthington. That was the state of the law in Idaho, as you 
understood it, when^you had this correspondence with Mr. Borah? 

Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. There is a law in Idaho against polygamy; 
that is, against the taking of plural wives? 
Mr. Owen. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Worthington. In the list you presented to Mr. Borah, did you 
sp^f^ a charge against anyone of naving taken a plural wife in 

Mr, Owen. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. The cases you submitted to him, then, were 
all cases of the class as to which you had been advised by the attor- 
neys you had consulted in Salt Lake City that there was no law could 
reach the case? 

MlpDwEN. He had stated that there was law, and I was perfectly 
willing to furnish the information and swear to the conditions. Hero 
Jornl of my affidavit, if you would like to have it. 

jfo Worthington. No; I do not care about that. What you- have 
said about the substance of it is sufficient. As to this challenge, as 
you call it, that Mr. Borah gave you, was that in writing? 

lit* Owen. No; it was on the stump, published in the papers-— the 
public prints. 

Mr. Worthington. You did not hear it? 

Mr. Owen. I did not hear it I read it in the papers. 

Itr. Worthington. Can you give me the language that was pub-, 
lished in the papers? 

Mr. Owen. As near as possible, it is what is quoted in my letter. 

Mf. Tatuo. What is the date of your letter? 

Mr. Owen. October M. 

Mr. Taylrr. Do you recall where it was printed ? Excuse me, Mr. 
Worthington. I want to get that information if I can get it. 
Mr. Worthington. Certainly. 

Mr. Owen. I think in the Capitol News; in fact, practically in the 
papers of Idaho generally. I saw it in two or three. 

Mr. Worthington. Were you content, in this matter, with taking 
the opinion of a single attorney as to whether there was* any law that 
could be enforced against polygamous cohabitation in Idaho? 

Mr. Owen. Oh, no ; I have had more than one attorney. 

Mr. Worthington. And they all told you the same thing; did 
they not? 

Mr. Owen. They said the law, such as it was, seemed to be inef- 
fective. 
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Mr. Worthington. I want to ask you as to the prosecutions which 
you instituted or attempted to institute in Utah, in -which, either be- 
cause of the failure of the prosecuting attorney to act or otherwise, 
there was no conviction, or, where there was «. conviction, there was 
only a fine imposed— all those cases/ How many of those cases were 
cases in which you charged the accused with having taken a plural 
wife since the date of the manifesto? 

Mr. Owen. I did not accuse any of that. 

Mr. Worthinoton. They were all cases, too, of unlawful cohabita- 
tion? 

Mr. Owen. They were all cases of cohabitation. Of course, in the 
case of Margaret Shipp with B. H. Roberts, it was in my mind that 
he had married her since the manifesto. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Was that part of the charge in your affidavit? 

Mr. Owen. Oh, no ; it was not necessary. 

The Chairman. What is the fact in regard to this matter, Mr. 
Owen? You charge in the affidavits a violation of the manifesto. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Oh, no; Mr. Chairman, I was trying to find 
out whether he charged anybody with having taken a plural wife 
since the manifesto. He said he did not, but all the charges were of 
unlawful cohabitation. And I might say right here that in the 
answer in this case it is admitted that there are a large number of 
people living in Utah in polygamous cohabitation, and had been, 
so that all this evidence on this subject is about something which, so 
far as Senator Smoot is concerned, is not denied. 

The Chairman. I remember. 

Mr, Worthinoton. You said you were retained by these protest- 
ants? 

Mr. Owen. On their behalf. 

Mr. Worthington. Might I ask you who retained you on their 
behalf? 
Mr. Owen. Doctc/r Paden. 
Mr. Worthinoton. He is one of them ? 
Mr. Owen. He is one of them ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. When did that relation between you and the 
protestants begin? 
Mr. Owen. The 1st of January, 1903. 
Mr. Worthinoton. Does it continue still? 
Mr. Owen, It does. 

Mr. Worthinoton. All you have done in this matter, have you 
done acting in this capacity for them? 
Mr. Owen. I have. 

Mr. Worthington. You have not been employed in any otherwise 
to act in this matter? 
Mr. Owen. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You have not been employed on behalf of the 
Government or the committee ? 
Mr. Owen. Oh, no ; I never pretended to. 

Mr. Worthington. That is what I understood. Do you know who 
your employers are? Of course you are compensated for this, and I 
do not care for the compensation ; but do you know who the persona 
are behind Doctor Paden, or whether he is putting up this expense 
himself? 
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Mr. Owen. I do not. Doctor Paden is the person who has paid 
me my retainer and to whom I report. 
Mr. Wobthinoton. A lid your expenses? 
Mr. Owen. Of course. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. You have not inquired who is back of it, if 
anvbody? 
Mr. Owen. I have not. 

Mr. Worth i n gton . Have you any reputation or information on 
that subject? • 

Mr. Owen. I have understood that the Woman's Interdenomina- 
tional Council were the people who are putting up the money. 

Mr. Wobthinoton , You heard that from him, or from them? 

Mr. Owen. I think it has been talked between us. 

Mr. Wobthington. When you say " between us," whom do you 
mean? 

Mr. Owen. Between Doctor Paden and myself; but I have no 
affirmative evidence on that point 

Mr. Wobthinoton. In going from place to place and making 
inquiries about this and that alleged violation of the law, have you 
gone on your own motion and information, or have you received 
instructions or requests from anybody as to where you were to go or 
what you were to do? 

Mr. Owen. I have been left absolutely to my own suggestions in 
the matter. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Have you made reports to anybody ? 
Mr. Owen. From time to time; yes. 
Mr. Wobthinoton. To whom? 

Mr. Owen. Doctor Paden. ^ 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Anybody else? V 

Mr. Owen. No, sir. Oh, excuse me. In 1899, of course, I reported 

to the New York Journal. 
Mr. Wobthinoton. I am speaking of the time since you were 

retained. * 
Mr. Owen. Since 1899 I have reported to Doctor Paden entirely. 
^ As to Apostle Merrill, in reference to whom 

there has been some merriment nere this morning, do you know any- 
llfejlig about his age? 
Mr. Owen. Yes. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. What is his age, according to reputation? 

Mr. Owen. He must be over 70. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. How much over 70? 

Mr. Owen. I can not say without referring; but he is an oldish 
man. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Have you seen him? 
Mr. Owen. I have seen him ; yes. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Have you seen him since this investigation 
'began? . 

Mr, Owen. No; 1 don't think I have. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Did you see him when you went to his house? 
, Mr. Owen. I didn't go to his house. 

MEr. Worthinoton. Ufa, I beg your pardon. I wish you would give 
me the names of the judges of whom you complain of having inflicted 
only nominal fines on defendants when convicted of polygamous 
cohabitation in Utah. 
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Mr. Owen. J udge Norrell, 

Mr. Worthington. What is the name? 

Mr. Owen. A. G. Norrell. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Any other ? 

Mr, Owen. Judge McCarthy and Judge Hart all tried cases* 
Mr, Wokthiwgton. Those were the three ? 
Mr, Owen, Those were the three. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Who were the judges of the supreme court of 
the State who rendered the opinions to which you have referred, who 
reversed certain cases when there had been convictions? 

Mr. Owen. Bartch, Baskin, and Minor, I think. The record will 
show it, any way. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Judge Norrell is a Gentile, I believe? 

Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Judge McCarthy is a Gentile? 

Mr. Owen. Well, McCarthy comes of Mormon parentage, and his 
father is a polygamist. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I asked you whether Judge McCarthy is not 
a Gentile. 

Mr. Owen. I think that is an open question. I would not like to 
pay whether he is Mormon or Gentile. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What is the atmosphere of Utah about that, 
as to whether he is Gentile or Mormon ? 

Mr. Owen. I think he is generally regarded as a Mormon. 

Mr. Worthinoton. And Judge Hart is a Mormon? 

Mr. Owen. Certainly. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Now, as to Judge Bartch, to whom you 
referred a moment ago. Is he a Mormon or a Gentile? 
Mr. Owen. We call him a Jack-Mormon. 

Mr. Worthinoton, You mean by that that he is a Gentile, but 
that he has Mormon proclivities, do you, or what do you mean ? 

Mr. Owen. No; he is a Gentile who, for the hope of political 
office or preferment, will be obedient, subservient to their wishes. 

Mr. Worthinoton^ And Judge Baskin. Is he a Gentile or a Mor- 
mon, or a Jack-Mormon, or how do you stigmatize him? 

Mr. Owen. Judge Baskin for many years was one of the most 
vicious Mormon fighters, I think you might call it, in the early days, 
that ever was. Of late yeans, however, he has bent the pregnant knee. 

Mr. Worthinoton. He is a Gentile ? 

Mr. Owen. He is a Gentile, certainly. 

Mr. Worthinoton. How about Juage Minor? Is he Mormon or 
Gentile? 

Mr. Owen. Judge Minor is a Gentile — not very pronounced one 
way or the other. I think he tries to keep aloof from both difficulties. 

Mr. Worthinoton. As to these prosecuting attorneys you have 
mentioned. One of them, you said, was a Mormon. Were all the 
prosecuting attorneys with whom you had these dealings Mormons? 

Mr. Owen. No, sir. Streeper is a Mormon ; Ncbeker is a Mormon ; 
Ericson, of Sevier County, was a Mormon; Evans, of Provo, Utah 
County, was a Mormon, and Putnam, of Salt Lake County, was a 
very weak-kneed Gentile. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I observe they are all weak-kneed if they do 
not fall into your views of what should be done. 



Mr. Owen. Well ? where crime is so apparent and a man is afraid 
to prosecute it, I think I am right in my deduction. 
~ Mr. Worthinoton. I did not understand who the Charles Merrill 
is to whom you refer. Is he a son of the apostle or a relation ? 

Mr. Owen. He is a son of the apostle. He was one of the witnesses 
here last spring. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Yes; he is the same one who has been here. 
Did .you see, in the Washington Times within the last week, a picture 
purporting to represent the garments which the Mormons wear in the 
endowment ceremony ? 

Mr. Owbn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Did you have anything to do with having that 
picture published in the paper? 

Mr. Owen. I had nothing to do with it to the effect of getting the 
paper to publish it. I stood for the pictures. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Whore did you go and stand for those pictures? 

Mr. Owbn. In Clinedinst's gallery. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Who inspired that proceeding? 

Mr. Owkn. I did. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Why did you inspire it? 

Mr. Owen. I thought it was a good thing to get out. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Had you endeavored to have it presented to 
this committee, or do you not think that was the way to present it, if 
it was a good thing to get out ? 

Mr. Owen. No ; it seemed to be hardly germane to the proceedings 
of this committee. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You think nothing is germane to the proceed- 
ings of this committee which is good to get out against the Mormons? 

Mr. Owen. There are some things it is possibly difficult to get 
into testimony that would be effective testimony. That is a matter, 
to ray mind, of great public interest, but yet hardly within the scope, 
as I understand it 

Mr. Worthinoton. How were you led to understand tfiat it was 
not within the scope of this inquiry ? « 

Mr. Owen. I talked the matter over with other people. 

Mr. Worthinoton. With whom! 

Mr. 0#EN. Other counsel. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Other counsel ? 
t Mr. Owen. I think I have talked the matter over with Mr. Tayler. 
I forget whether I have or not. I certainly have with my Salt Lake 
counsel. 

Mr. Tayler. There are some things, Mr. Worthington, you must 
admit that even I thought were ttot right. 




brini 

Would not have anything to do with brining 
Mr. Owen takes it and puts it in the papers. That is all I wish to ask 

on that subject. , . * 

You say that by reputation J. M. Tanner has married some woman 

since the manifesto ? 
Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. \ 
Mr. Worthinoton. Give us the name of the woman, please. 
Mr. Owen. Carrie Petersen. 
Mr, Worthinoton. Living where? 
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Mr. Owen* She is in hiding now. I don't know where she is. 

Mr. Worthington. Where was she reputed to live, or what does 
the atmosphere in Utah say on that subject? 

Mr. Owen, She was born in Freedom, and is a daughter, I believe, 
of Knute Petersen, formerly of Sanpete Valley. She then came to 
Salt Lake and worked as Mr. Tanner's stenographer for awhile, 
and later went into thin air. 

The Chairman. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Owen, She disappeared about a year ago, just about the time 
of the first investigation here. 

The Chaihman. You said she went into thin air. Do you mean 
she is translated ? 

Mr. Owen. She seems to be. Her own parents N 

The Chairman. Just express it so that we may understand what 
you mean. 

Mr. Owen. Her parents and her family do not know her where- 
abouts, but she has the reputation of having married J. M. Tanner 
and gone in hiding. 

Mr. WoRTHiNOTON. You will observe the close relation, Mr. Chair- 
man, between thin air and hot air. 

Mr. Tayi^er. I do not know. You could easily prove it is hot air; 
and if you canywhy do it. 

Mr. Worthington. The witness is giving us the hot air. 

Mr. Tayler. I say that may be; but it lies with you to prove it. 

The Chairman. Go on with the case, gentlemen. 

Mr. Worthington. As to Apostle Cowley; you have said that the 
atmosphere is that he married somebody since the manifesto? 

Mr. Owen. That is the repute ; yes. 

Mr. Worthington. What does the atmosphere say on that subject ? 
Mr. Owen. The repute of Cowley is that he married Hattie 
Harker. 

Mr. Worthington. Identify her. Where did she live? 
Mr. Owen. In Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Worthington. And when did this reputed marriage reputedly 
occur ? 

Mr. Owen. About three or four years ago. 

Mr. Worthington. Now, as to Apostle Merrill. Who is he re- 
puted to have married since the manifesto? 
Mr. Owen. Huldah Olsen. 

Mr. Worthington. Qive us enough to identify her. 
Mr. Owen. Of Richmond. She is now living. 
Mr. Worthington. Richmond, Utah ? 
Mr. Owen. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you know whether Frank Nebeker was 
elected or defeated when he ran ? 

Mr. Owen. I don't remember, sir. I don't remember paying a 
great deal of attention to that matter. 

Mr. Worthington. I understood you to say he was elected. 

Mr. Owen. Well, he was a candidate, and I rather thought he was 
elected. 

Mr. Worthington. Lots of people are candidates. 
Mr. Owen. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. He was a Democrat, was he not? 
Mr. Owen. I really could not tell you. 
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Mr. WoBTRXKOtoK. I think that is all, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator Dubois. Mr. Owen, a lady testified here by the name of 
Geddes, was it not? 
Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. When did her husband, Mr. Geddes, die! 
Mr. Owen. In 1891. 

Senator Dubois. She testified, I believe, that she had a child five 
years and a half old. 
Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. 
Senator Dubois. Whers does she live? 

Mr. Owen. Sometimes at Plain City and sometimes at Salt Lake 
City; usually at Plain City. 

Senator Dubois. Do you know anything about her reputation for 
chastity or virtue in Plain City ? 

Mr. Owen. It has always been good as far as I could learn of it 

Senator Dubois. Does she occupy a good social position there ? 

Mr. Owen. Yes, sir. 

The Chaibman. You speak of the prevalence of polygamy and 
polygamous cohabitation in Utah, Idaho, and Wyoming. Among 
what class of people does this exist? 

Mr. Owen. Among the Mormon people entirely. 

DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE. 

The Chairman. What further, Mr. Tayler ? 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Chairman, in the first place, I may say that 
except as to some documentary evidence, to which I will allude in a 
moment, all of the testimony that the protestants have intended and 
aid able to present to the committee has been offered. 

The committee will understand that a large amount of valuable 
testimony, which seemed to us to be available under such conditions 
as would meet our desires, was unavailable on account of the ina- 
bility of the committee to go, or to send a subcommittee, to Utah. 
There we felt, and still feel, sure a very large amount of testimony 
cumulative to and emphasizing all that has been presented would have 
been produced before the committee. Then, as the evidence dis- 
closes, a large number of witnesses whose testimony seemed to us to 
b© very important and, indeed, striking and conclusive on the points 
concerning which they were expected to testify are not found. They 
have disappeared. Without undertaking to attach any sinister pur- 
pose or meaning to the word u disapj^red," whether it is thin air or 
thiek air or dark air, where or how they have gone, we can not find 
them, and the reason why we wanted them has appeared in the testi- 
mony of Mr. Owen and lias developed in the other testimony in the 

"Wliile, as I say, we propose to dose our case here, and while it is 
in the province of this committee to take testimony whenever it is 
inclined to do so, regardless of what may be the conduct of counsel or 
their desire, I do not mean, in so far as I might do so or could be 
charged with doing so, to foreclose myself from putting in before the 
committee at some future time testimony of any of these witnesses 
whom we have been unable to obtain; or, if there was anything that 
was so striking that upon presentation to the committee the commit- 
tee would feel we ought to present it, to have that new testimony 
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offered. But I do not apprehend any such occasion will 0 rise, and I 
advert to it now only mat my words at this moment may not be 
quoted for the purpose of confounding me later on. 

All we have left to offer is the documentary proof referred to in 
the protest signed by Doctor Paden and others and extracts from the 
newspapers. We have nearly all of those here, and some of them we 
will probably not offer, because they are relatively unimportant, and 
some of them because we are unable conveniently to get hold of the 
documents which contain them. 

I do not know whether all of these that have not been admitted or 
have not already been offered in evidence are now available, but if 
they should not oe I would ask leave to be able to put them in when 
the committee resumes its hearings. It will take nobody by surprise 
if we are able to produce the newspapers or other documents which 
contain the extracts that are now in the protest. Beyond that we 
have no purpose of offering anything. 
The Chairman. You propose to oner those now ? 
Mr. Tayler. We will see what we have of these ready, so that we 
may offer them. We have a large number of newspapers, Mr. Chair- 
man, but it is quite difficult physically to compass this purpose of pro- 
ducing all of the extracts from various publications in various news- 
papers which are referred to in the protest. * 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Chairman, this is a very embarrassing sit- 
uation to us. We have been told, or rather we have expected from 
what has been said, that the testimony on behalf of the protestants 
would close this week, and I understand the chairman to say that he 
would require them to close this week. We wish to proceed as dili- 
gently as we can with our testimony, and we have arranged to go to 
work in the preparation of it and to give a number of the names to 
the chairman verv soon, perhaps to-day ; but we do not feel that we 
ought to be called upon to go on with our evidence until the prosecu- 
tion in this case has closed and has announced it has closed. 
The Chairman. The chair understands it is closed. 
Mr. Worth i n gto n . Yes; it is closed; but counsel say it is closed 
with the reservation that if they find any more testimony they will 
ask leave to produce it. 

The Chairman. I understand there is a reservation that if Apostle 
Grant, or any of these parties who have not been reached by subpoena, 
should appear he would claim the right to have them examined. 
That is as I understand the scope of the statement. 

Mr. Tayler. Surely ; and, Mr. Chairman, more than ii.ll that 

Mr. Worthington. They have not been subpoenaed. 
Mr. Tayler. We want to get them. I close it without reservation, 
as far as that is concerned, out I give notice to the counsel on the 
other side, what must appeal to his sense of propriety, that if at any 
time in the future, in an investigation of this character, we should 
desire to present some testimony that was so significant and so 
important that the committee itself would say that it ought to be 
heard, surely, however much it might embarrass the other side, it 
would be heard. We have no expectation that any of these wit- 
nesses will be found, or that they will be here, but if they are, we are 
not going to be modest and saf that the case is ended and that we 
must not again open our mouths, or endeavor, in other words, to 
inform the Senate. That is all. 
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Mr. Worthjngton. Mr. Chairman, if any of those witnesses who 
have been subpoenaed or have not responded, or those whom they have 
not been able to subpoena, should turn up or come here, and the com- 
mittee should desire them examined, of course we understand that 
would be done. 

" The Chairman. There can not be any misunderstanding, then, 
between counsel about it. The case, as far as the protectants are con- 
cerned ? is closed; but, of course, counsel could make no agreement 
bv which the committee itself would be barred from inquiring into 
the* matter further if any matter of importance should occur. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Now, Mr. Tayler, about these matters of the 
newspaper extracts. As I recollect the answer in this case, it is a 
question whether some of those are not incorrect, and if we are to be 
called upon on our part to go into that, we ought to know very soon 
just what it is you offer. If you have the papers here of course there 
wilt be no question about the correctness of the petition, because we 
can compare them with you. 

Mr. Tayler. Perhaps it would be better for me to make out and 
furnish the gentlemen on the other side, in some way or other, a type- 
written copy of all of these, oo that you may compare them, and then 
put them in the first thing upon the next meeting of the committee. 
Of course, • as to a large amount of those there is no dispute, I 
presume. * 

Mr. Worthinoton. There is this that you ought to bear in mind, 
that where somebody has been getting up the memorial and has made 
extracts from a certain newspaper or other document we must have 
the document to see whether there are other parts of it which would 
affect the sense of what is published. 

Mr. Tayler. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. Worthinoton. These are # only extracts, and we ■ might find 
something else that would put a very different phase on the meaning. 

Mr. Tayler. Of course, Mr. Chairman, if we have correctly quoted 
the document to which reference is made, then it will be for the other 
aide to quote so much of the context as they imagine will give a fair 
interpretation of that which we have quoted. All that I understand 
we feel responsible for, and for which we are to be held responsible, 
is that we snail correctly quote, and I will be very glad to quote with 
fairness and quote the context, too, if I could have it called to my 
attention. 

Mr. Worthinoton. All I ask about that is that as soon as possible 
you may have such of these documents as you are going to produce 
where we can see them. We do not want to have the excerpts pro- 
duced and not the documents. 

Mr. Tayler. I understand. Of course if it is a large volume like 
that [indicating] and we refer to the volume, the page, and the place 
where the document can be found, then you can identify it for your- 
self: and that we will do, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Worthinoton. How soon will you do it, Mr. Tayler? 

Mr. Tayler. We will have the full statement within two or three 
days. We will present it to the other side, Mr. Chairman. • 

The Chairman. Do I understand you are to have none of these put 
in at this time! 

Mr. Tayler. No, The chair will note this, just as illustrative of 
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(he situation in which we find ourselves: When we consider this case 
as a lawsuit, with an answer in it sworn to by Senator Smoot 

Mr. Van Cott. There is a charge under oath, too. 

Mr. Tayler. Is it under oath? 

Mr. Van Cott. I think so. 

Mr. Tayler. I think not. 

Senator Dubois. Leilich's charge is under oath. 

Mr. Van Cott. I think so. 

Mr. Tayler. We have stated many times what the Leilich charge 
is. It is not the basis of this inquiry and I do not represent it. Here 
are 19 reputable gentlemen who just sign their names like ordinary 
citizens, and that is the end of it. 

Mr. Van Cott. We did not know when we put in an answer that 
you were going to repudiate Leilich's charge, and that is under oath. 

Mr. Tayler, That is all right. I am not criticising the fact that 
it is under oath at all. An answer of this sort sworn to is not proof 
of anything. It is the mere making up of the issue in this case. 

What I refer to *> this, that under Paragraph I, on the first page 
of the printed record, in the protest appear a number of quotations. 
Two of them are from the Doctrine and Covenants, one of them from 
a sermon by Apostle George Q. Cannon, one of them from a sermon 
by Doctor Gowans, another by Apostle George Q. Cannon in the 
Juvenile Instructor, another from the Key to Theology, another from 
a sermon by Brigham Young, jr., and so on — a number of extracts 
put in here because they did exist, and they are presumably accu- 
rately quoted. 

Mr. Smoot, in his answer, says that " the quotation — - 
The Chairman. What page are you reading from? 
Mr. Tayler. On page 33 of Senator Smoot's answer, at the top of 
the page. 

"The quotation under said I, from the Doctrine and Covenants, 
so far as the same is quoted, is correct. 

" The respondent denies each and every other allegation and state- 
ment contained under said I, except as admitted or alleged in this 
answer," 

So that we have the denial of Senator Smoot under oath that any 
of these other things were thus said by these people. 

The Chairman. You propose to offer them? 

Mr. Tayler. I want to prove those things, that is all, by the docu- 
ments referred to in this protest. 

And so with the next. Paragraph II contains a large number of 
significant and historic quotations from High officials of the church 
and from the books and publications of the church. 

Now ? in Paragraph II of Senator Smoot's answer there are some 
admissions. He says: 

" So far as quotations are made from any of the above "— 

That is, from the four authorized books 6f the church (the Bible, 
the Book of Mormon, the Doctrine and Covenants, the Pearl of 
Great Price) and the manifesto — 
** and correctly quoted " — 

So we do not have the admission even that we have correctly quoted 
from those— — 

this respondent does not deny, but admits the same, but he denies 
the construction placed upon the same by protectants, and all other 



4m . bred shoot « 

Quotation* from any other source in whatever protests contained are 
denied, eo far as the aame are either alleged or claimed to be authority, 
as such quotations contain only the opinions of men." 

Then at the close he denies each ana every other allegation; so that 
we are confronted with a denial, apparently, of the fact that any such 
statements were made by men high in authority, as well as denying 
the proposition or suggestion that seems to be implied in it, that ttieee 
statements thus made were inspired and were of authority upon the 
church. 

And so oil There is a large amount of very important matter 
quoted from public documents, and from newspapers that intended 
to quote with authority, denied by the respondent, and we must 
prove it 

. The Chairman. Do you propose to go on with that proof, taking 
up the first charge this afternoon ? We have plenty of time, and you 
might go on for an hour. It is desirable to proceed as rapidly as 
possible. 

Mr. Tayler. Very -welt v • 

On page 2 of the protest is a quotation from the Key to Theology. 

The Chairman. Mr. Tayler, read the first allegation' in the protest. 

Mr. TaVlrr. The first charge itself is that — 

"The Mormon priesthood, according to the doctrines of that 
church, is vested with supreme authority in all things temporal and 
spiritual." 

Under that head quotations are made from publications of the 
church and statements of its high officers. 
The Chairman. The Chair understands. 

Mr/ Tayler. Then on top of page 2 is a quotation from the Key to 
Theology. 

Mr. 1 vorthinoton. Would it not be much better to submit to us a 
list of these papers, so that we can go over them and see whether there 
are other portions of the same documents to go in f 

Mr. Tayler. The trouble About that is they are all here, printed in 
ourprotest. We think they are right. We thought they were right. 

The Chairman. The committee can proceed for an hour. Go on, 
Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. These quotations were made, as I understand it, very 
carefully and with an intent to be accurate. I think they are. 
Mr. Worthinoton. Who prepared them ? 
Mr. Tayler. I believe the gentleman who prepared them is here. 
Mr. WoRTHiNOTON. Mr. Cntchlow, do you mean ? 
Mr, Tayler. Mr. Critchlow. 

Mr. Van Cott. Some of them I know are quoted wrong. How 
many, I do not know. \ 

Mr. Tayler. If you would give us an indication of where "an error 
may have occurred, we would be glad to see it is corrected. 

Here is one that is not admitted, but is denied. I hold in my hand^ 
and J will assume that it is authoritative, Mr. Chairman, unless it is 
disputed, The Key to the Science of Theology, by Parley P. Pratt. 
It has been referred to in the testimony, and possibly may have been 
identified* It is sold by the Latter-Day Saints' Book Depot, in Ten- 
don. In this edition, on page 68, is the following, in chapter 8, on the 
w Key of knowledge of the power and government »— 

Mr, Worth/noton. Who does that book purport to be by f 
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Mr. Tatm. IVu^ P. Pratt It is entitled " Key to Theology.* 
Mr* Woithihotoh. I» that offered here as representing hit new*, 

or the views of the church, or what f 
Mr. Tayxjb. It is offered here in support of the proposition I have 

just reed: 

u The Mormon {priesthood, according to the doctrines of that 
chttreh, is vested with supreme authority in all things temporti end 

spiritual. , 

Mr. WoaTHiKoroK. I object, then, to the introduction of that arti- 
cle, on the ground that there is nothing yet to show that the church 
had anything to do with its publication. The charge says " The Mor* 
man priesthood, according to the doctrines of that church,* Is every- 
thing that every Mormon happens to take it into his head to publish 
to be taken as representing the church f 

Mr. Taylbjl Possibly not, but I want to know if Mr. Worthington, 
representing Senator Smoot, disputes this work as being one of the 
authoritative works of the church— not that everything in it is 

deemed to be of divine origin, and controlling, but 

Mr. WoBTBiKotOM. I have just been informed by those who are 
supposed to know that it is not a promulgation of the church and 
does not purport to be. It is simply the private views of Mr. Pratt 
Mr. Tayube. Undoubtedly the private views of Mr. Pratt; that is 
what we put it in for. 

Mr. Wobthinotok. Then I object to it Mr. Chairman. Under a 
charge that the Mormon priesthood, according to the doctrines of thai 
church, do something, instead of giving us the official books of the 
church, which show what it proclaims, or the official pronouncements 
of its heads, here is a book published by one of its members purport* 
ing to state what he thinks and acknowledges. 

Mr. Tayuui. I will ask one of these apostles, Mr. Chairman, a ques- 
tion about Parley Pratt. If he is going to discredit that leading man 
in the church, why let us know it 

Mr. Wobthinoton. I do not discredit the fact that he was a lead* 
ing man in the church; but I do say that no man, whether he is a 
leading man in the church or a mere layman, can speak for the church 
unless ne has some authority to do it. 

Mr. Tatlol If the statement of a leading man of the church was 
the binding and controlling dogma and doctrine of the church, we 
would have the whole church convicted of treason to-day. 
Mr, Wobthinotok. You would have what? 
Mr. Tayleh. If what some prominent leading and supposed -to- be 
controlling authority in the church said was supposed to fully repre- 
sent all that the members of that church stood for, there would not 
be anything left of this case or of the church as an organization. We 
do not make any such claim as that That very written work, by 
high authority-— 

Mr. Worthington. I think. Mr. Chairman, what everybody must 
have observed is that although the resolution under which this com- 
mittee is acting directs it to inquire as to the qualifications of Senator 
Smoot to a seat in the Senate, this inquiry has been directed against 
the Mormon Church almost entirely and exclusively. I am not the 
representative of the Mormon Church, and of course I am not a 
Mormon and in sympathy with its peculiar doctrines, about which 
we have heard so much here; but 1 do say, in common fairness to 
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any person, or party, or church, or body aceoaed before tack a high 
tribunal as this of such serious offenses, that the committee ought not 
to allow to go into its records, as representing the theories, doctrines, 
or practices of that church, anything except what is proclaimed by the 
authority of the church; ana if you were to say that the Mormon 
Church or the Presbyterian Church or the Roman Catholic Church 
is to be convicted by what any member of that church happens tp say 
about it, i£ would be hard lines for any organization, even those 
which are represented here by the persons for whom it appears Mr. 
Owen has been acting. 

The Mormon Church has published plenty of official documents, 
Its heads have made plenty of official promulgations; and I do sub- 
mit that those and those only should be accepted as tending to show 
what the Mormon Church holds to be its doctrines and its tenets. 

The Chairman. Let me ask, Mr. Worthington, would the declara- 
tion of the head of the church, President Joseph FY Smith ? be, in your 
judgment, admissible upon the question of the doctrines of the 
church! t 

Mr. Worthington. If he was undertaking at the time to speak for 
the church, of course it would be evidence on the subject If it hap- 
pens to be in a casual conversation on the street or in a speech or 
something of that kind, it would not ; because, let me remind you, Mr. 
Chairman, of what you and we all know, that Joseph F. Smith, 
although ne is the president of the church, can not change the doc- 
trines of that church or make any revelation, as they term it, until it 
has been submitted to and approved by the body of the church in con- 
ference assembled, and Joseph F. Smith has no more power to declare 
a certain thing to be the doctrine of the Mormon Church than I have. 
He can submit it to the people, and the people can say it is the doc- 
trine of their church. 

Mr. Tatxjbh. Would it give any information to the committee as 
to the doctrines of the church when the head of the church, in a ser- 
mon, should declare 

Mr. Wokthintoh*. I should say not the slightest 

Mr* f axxjbr. That is what I supposed our friends would say. 

Mr. WoBTHiNotoN. Not the slightest If he says it in the form 
of a special proclamation, in order to bind the church he must sub- 
mit it to the conference. If he save it anywhere else, any Mormon 
has the same right to repudiate it that 1 have, and that has been 
proved here twenty times, and not disputed by anybody. 

Mr, TAYLEa. I see, Mr. Chairman, that this book is published bv 
Albert Carrington, 42 Islington, and at the bottom of the first page is 
u Latter-Bay Saints' Book JPepot, 20 Bishop's grove* Islington." I 
think it has been referred to as one of the publications by the church 
by more than one witness, but I do not now recall the place. 

Mr. Wobthington. I have a recollection that President Smith was 
•eked about Orson Pratt, and said 

Mr. Tatujb. This is not Orson Pratt 

Mi. Worthinoiojt. Well, this Pratt and he said he had some things 
which had been published by the authority of the church, and it so 
appeared; and many other things he had published, for which the 
church was not in the slightest degree responsible. If a thing of 
this kind is to be brought here to be accepted as what is done by the 
Mftitntm Church* there should certainly oa soma evidence tending to 
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ahow thtt It was issued by authority of the church, or that the church, 
if it has been published, has accepted it as an official promulgation. 
As a matter of fact, it has appeared by witness after witness, and is 
now an established fact, that there are certain books Which have been 
named here which do contain the doctrines of the Mormon Church, 
and that nothing else does. It j has been shown here that the Bible, 
the Old and the flew Testaments, the Book of Mormon, the Doctrine 
and Covenants, the Pearl of Great Price^ and the Manifesto contain 
those doctrines ; that every revelation which has been made has to be 
submitted to the church and submitted to the people. Those have all 
been published and are all in the books which are here except the 
Manifesto. There is no other authority on the face of the earth, and 
no other publication which can speak for the Mormon Church as to its 
doctrines except those. 

The Chairman. Perhaps, Mr. Tayler, this matter can be expedited 
by conference with counsel in loolnng this over and coming to an 
agreement as to what may be admitted, and concerning which there 
will be a controversy. 

Mr. Taylkr. No ; we never can agree, Mr. Chairman, upon any such 
basis as that The exclusion of Parley Pratt is monstrous— that is, 
the idea of it Would be to the true Mormon. I do not care anything 
especially about Parley Pratt, but Parley Pratt was a member of the 
church. Hie church does not admit that Parley Pratt had a revela- 
tion from Almighty God, and that the church has accep^\t^ ;lui'. 
binding upon them. Following a long speech by Heber Grant We 
have a speech by Brigham Roberts ; we have a quotation from Elder 
George M. Cannon; we have a quotation from Brigham Young him- 
self ; we have Apostle John W. Taylor quoted ; we have Apostle Heber 
Kimball quoted; we have Apostle Joseph F. Smith quoted; we have 
almost all the apostles in the last forty years quoted in this document 
as giving their view of what the church stands for, what they stand 
for, what their power is ; and we are not going, because of this miser- 
able little book of Parley Pratt's, to say that we shall not notice the 
statements of all this long line of saints and apostles who have been 
making the church what 5 is. . ^ v t • 

So tnat it goes to the entire question of the informing value, to the 
committee and the Senate and the country, of the declarations by its 
leading minds and leading authorities. Oi course, on the theory that 
Joseph F. Smith and others here have stated, their declarations have 
not the force of the Word of God. They say they have not, although 
the Book of Doctrine and Covenants says they have. But they say 
they have not, because they must be submitted to the people. The 
people have to pass on the question as to whether God has to be obeyed 
or not ; but we propose to undertake to put in all of the statements of 
these important Mormon officials. 

Mr. Wokthington. All of those whom somebody has selected for 
you. 

Mr. Tayler. I have no way of giving everything they have ever 
said. I certainly am not going to put in colorless matter, a thing 
that has no meaning at all ; and I am surprised that counsel oppose 
this. This is historical matter, and it would appear as if the respond- 
ent in this case was afraid to face the facts of history. We do not 
want asrvthing else. . 

Mr. WoRTHtNQTON. I have been too long a practitioner in contested 
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man that we are afraid to do this or that I have coin* here to rep- 
resent Senator Smoot, with the idea that, wide m ia the range of 
inquiry here, there are some limitationa which would be placed upon 
it, ana that common gossip and talk in the community of Utah or 
other States of this Union as to what the Mormon Church teaches as 
its doctrines would not be received as evidence of what those doc* 
trines are, when the doctrines themselves have been formally promul- 
gated for many years in books and documents. 

Suppose the question was in regard to the doctrines of some church 
with which we are not ooncernea here; would I be allowed to bring 
here a sermon which some preacher had delivered, in which he said 
the doctrines of the Presbyterian Church, for instance, were so and 
so, instead of bringing here the books which show what they teach as 
their doctrines? It has been a matter of general knowledge as to 
one church which has many adherents in this country and in the rest 
of the world, that there has been for a great many years a controversy 
in respect to what they maintain as their doctrine, and as to what is 
required of their members in church matters, in morals, and every- 
thing else. 

I have lately read some very interesting works on that subject 
which constitute a strong parallel to what we have here. If that were 
the subject of inquiry here* and a member of that faith were chal- 
lenged, and it was said that he owed to that church allegiance para- 
mount to that which he assumed to the Government when he took the 
oath of office as United States Senator, would I be allowed to intro- 
duce as proof of what the doctrines of that church are what some 
pitcher had said to me on the street or promulgated in some dis- 
course, and the substance of which a reporter had taken down t 

No. I would be required to bring here the official documents of 
that church to show what the official doctrines are. 

Here are the books which show the doctrines of the Mormon Church 
are thus and so. Ev^ry doctrine which binds the members of that 
church is here before this committee. Every sentence of it has either 
been introduced in evidence already or is in the books which the com- 
mittee has in its possession. Why should we go around and hear 
what some member of that church said in Utah, or what some member 
of the church concocted in his closet and put in his book, as undertak- 
ing to state the doctrines of that church, when the doctrines are here ? 
J say let us have them and not what somebody else has said as affect- 
ing other members of it, or perchance affecting Senator Smoot as a 
member of it which he and every member or the Mormon Church 
would have the right to repudiate. 

The Chairman. Mr. Tayler. it is evident that it will be impossible 
to conclude this matter this afternoon, and the Chair will adopt the 
suggestion of counsel that you prepare a statement of what you. pro- 
pose to put in under these various articles, and the committee will pass 
Upon the question later. 

Mr. WoaTBiHGTON, Let us know where the book or document is 
from which you quote, so that we can in fee first place verity the quo- 
tation and then see whether there is anything further that we desire fo 
have go in. 

The Cjmibmaw. II wiU be impwbk to conclude this afternoon. 
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Mr. Tatlbr. I think so. It would ieem to me that it the better 

fte Chairman. We may as well adopt the suggestion, and you can 
prepare a statement of what you propose to oner under each one of 
these charges and let counsel on the other side be advised of it, and 
then the committee will pass upon it Is there anything further this 
afternoon I Under the statement, then, of counsel for the protestan ta, 
the committee will adjourn. And what is the wish of counsel for 
Senator Smoot as to the time of meeting again t 

Mr. Worthijkwon. Mr, Chairman this is an exceedingly impor- 
tant matter, because you will see at once that if extracts from what a 
certain member or priest of the Mormon Church has said here and 
there is to go in evidence then we want time to collect evidence of 
what other members and officers of the Mormon Church have said 
all over the world, and put it in to show 

The Chairman. Counsel will have ample time to meet anything 
that is admitted* \ 

Mr. Wobthington. You asked us, Mr. Chairman, what is our wish 
as to the time to which the hearing shall adjourn, That will depend 
very largely upon the result of this matter which is pending now, 
because it will take perhaps as much of our time togo into those mat* 
ters and find put what members of the Mormon Church and officers 
of the church have said here and there during the last twenty years 
as it would to prepare all the rest of our case together. 

Mr. Tayleb. I think it is fair to assume in advance that we have 
made this offer to prove, and to direct their answer to, the things that 
are quoted there. 

Mr. Worthinoton. No; I do not intend to direct my energies 
toward meeting an offer of proof such as this. When this committee 
has solemnly ruled, that such evidence as that is to be considered here 
against Senator Smoot, then I will address my mind to the subject 
of considering what reply to make to it, and not before. 

Mr. Tayueb. I think th* <*ommittee had better stay in session until 
it settles that question. 

Mr. Worthington. I think so. I think we had better not be 
called upon to say what we propose to do until that is settled. 

The Chairman. Do I understand you do not wish to fix any time 
for proceeding upon the part of the defense until this matter is 
passed upon? 

Mr, Worthinoton* l do not 

The Chairman. The committee, then, will adjourn until to-mor- 
row morning at 10 o'clock. 

Mr. Richards. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Budge asks if he is excused. 

The Chairman. Do counsel want Mr. Budge any further? 

Mr. Tatlbr. Mr. Budge can be excused. 

Mr. Richards. And Aft. John Henry Smith? 

Mr. Tayxjer. No ; I think we will want Mr. John Henry Smith here 
to-morrow to answer some questions* 

Mr. Richards. And Mr. Penrose? 

Mr. Tatlbr. And Mr. Penrose. 

, Mr. Worthinoxon. Then the testimony is not closed, even as to 
the witnesses? 

Mr. Tatlbr* If we are going to have the standing of these lights of 
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the church questioned, I am going to inquire of Mir. Penrose end Mr. 
John Henry Smith as to who they are. 

Mr* Worthington. I am not auestiomng; the standing of these 
lights of the church, as you say. 1 am questioning the right of any- 
body, high or low. in the Mormon Church, to point out, by anything 
he says in an unofficial way, and except as it is done in a way in which 
the Mormon Church says it is accepted as a doctrine, what are the 
doctrines of the church. 

Mr. Taylor. Of course not, if some single man went off some place, 
as it is said, in a closet, and wrote some private view that he threw 
out to the world; but when we have here everybody, so far as we 
know, who has made history for the Mormon Church, quoted from, 
we think we have a pretty fair idea of what the Mormon Church 
stands for, and it is taking them all together that makes it important. 

The Chairman. Mr. Jackson and Mr! Balderston would lite to be 
excused, gentlemen. 

Mr. Tayler. I am through with them both. 

The Chairman. Very well, gentlemen; you are both excused, then. 

Mr. Lundstrom. Mr. Chairman, may I be excused this evening! 

Mr. Tayler. You can be excused, so far as we are concerned. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Morning asks if he can be excused? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. I do not want to keep these two apostles, but 
the question has been made here, and we may have to call them to the 
stand to identify some of these things and to characterize some of 
these men. 

The Chairman. Mir. Tayler, why can you not call them now! 
Mr. Tayler. I will. It suits me better. 

The Chairman. The committee will remain in session a few min- 
utes to see if we can not make further progress in this case* 

Mr. Tayler. I think one of these gentlemen can answer the ques- 
tions I desire to ask. 

nSTIMOVY OF CHARLES W. PEHEOSB— Continued. 

Charles W. Penrose, having been previously sworn, was exam- 
ined and testified as follows : 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Penrose, you have already testified! 

Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You are an apostle f % 

Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir. \ 

Mr. Tayler. And you are also a kind of an ecclesiastical expert in 
your church, are you not ? 

Mr. Penrose. I don't know that I have that reputation. 

Mr. Tayler. I do not intend the word offensively at alL I mean 
you were called— 

Mr. Penrose. I am very familiar with the doctrines of the church. 

Mr. Tayler. And you were called as a witness^ I remember, in 
some recent case there, where the definition of sealings and all that 
sort of thing was required of yout 

||r. Penrose. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You are familiar with the history of your church and 
of its prominent men! 
Mr* P e nr ose. Yes, sir* 
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Mr. Tatleb. You know, of course, who Parley P. Pratt was! 
Mr. Penrose. Yes. 

Mr. Tatleb. He was one of your most eminent writers f 
Mr. Penrose. That is correct 

Mr. Tatleb* And his work entitled u Key to Theology * is not 
what you call an inspired work at all! 
Mr. Penrose. No. 

Mr. Tatleb. I mean, it is not inspired in the sense that the four 
great books are inspired? 
Mr. Penrose. No. 

Mr. Tatleb. But apaH from that element of it, he is considered 
one of your greatest writers on the theology of the Mormon Church t 

Mr. Penrose. Yes; he is figured in that light 

Mr. Tatleb. And his books have not been published by the church? 

Mr. Penrose. I think not They are the property of Parley P. 
Pratt and his heirs. They lay claim to them. They were his own 
property. ... 

Mr. Tatleb. Has the church never published the Key to Theology? 

Mr. Penrose. Not as a church. I think probably the Liverpool 
office, which was conducted under the direction of the church, has 
published it, like they publish a great many other works, but not as 
an authority of the church. 

Mr. Tatleb. Has it been published in Salt Lake City? 

Mr. Penrose. I am not aware of that It may have been. 

Mr. Tatleb. Has the Deseret News ever printed 

Mr. Penrose. I could not tell you that I think it was published 
by the Juvenile Instructor office, but I am not sure of it 

Mr. Tatleb. The Juvenile Instructor office is a branch of the 
Mormon Church ? 

Mr. Penrose. No. 

Mr. Tatleb. Is it not? Who is the president of itf 

Mr. Penrose. The Juvenile Instructor office? 

Mr. Tatleb. Yes; the Juvenile Instructor. 

Mr. Penrose. The Juvenile Instructor is the property of the com- 
pany called the Juvenile Instructor Company. The Juvenile In- 
structor is a religious publication. 

(Mr. Penrose subsequently requested the stenographer to record 
his answer to the foregoing question as follows: "The Juvenile 
Instructor is published by the Sunday School Union.") 

Mr. Tatleb. It is a Mormon religious publication? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes. 

Mr. Tatleb. And the property of the Juvenile Instructor Com 
pany is the property of the Mormon Church, is it not? 
Mr. Penbose. No. 
Mr. Tatleb. Whose is itf 

Mr. Penbose. Why, the company itself. It was originally George 
Q. Cannon & Sons. Who owns it now I do not know. 

Mr. Tatleb. It is owned by the church, the way the Deseret News 
is owned by the church ? 

Mr. Penbose. No. 

Mr. Tatleb. The Key to Theology is referred to, is it not, in every 
book written by a Mormon on ecclesiastical subjects? 
Mr* Penrose. Oh, no. 
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Mr. Tatlery Is it not! 

Mr. Penrose. Oh, no) it is referred to by some. 
Mr. Tatler. Do you know this work of Dr. Talmage! 
Mr. Penrose. Yes; the Articles of Faith, you mean. 
Mr. Tatler. Yes: the Articles of Faith. Was that published by 
authority of the church! 
Mr. Penrose. I believe it was. 

Mr. Tatlbr. By appointment? He was appointed by the church 
tc do so, and the book was published by the church, was it not? 
Mr. Penrose. Yes; I believe so. 

Mr. Tatler. You remember the book of Brigham H. Roberts, the 
last that he wrote, I think, entitled " Mormonism ? " 
Mr. Penrose. It was a little pamphlet. 

Mr. Tatler. Yes. That was published by the church, was it not! 

Mr. Penrose. No; I think it was published by Roberts, and I think 
the church bought it. They bought the copyright. 

Mr. Tatler. Was Parley P. Pratt the first of your great theo- 
logical writers! 

Mr. Penrose. No. 

Mr. Tatler. Who was! 

Mr. Penrose. I don't know that there was any particular first. 
Orson Pratt ranked high as a writer, as well as Parley. 

Mr. Tatler. I did not mean first in authority or ability, but I 
meant first in time. Orson Pratt was before him, was he? 

Mr. Penrose. I couldn't tell that Parley P. Pratt wrote a work 
ill the early days of the church called "The Voice of Warning," 
which is one of the first that was published. The Key to Theology 
wis later* 

Mr. Tatler. Apostle George Q. Cannon was a highly respected and 
capable apostle or the church in his lifetime, was he not! 
Mr. Penrose. He was. 

Mr. Tatler. Was his orthodoxy ever questioned in the church ? 

Mr. Penrose. I don't think it was ever questioned by the church, 
but it may have been in the church. There may have been people 
who took afferent views from his. 

Mr. Tatler. I understand there were different apostles who had 
varying views on different subjects. 

Mr. Penrose. Yea* ' - . 

Mr. Tatler. Apostle John Tayler, who was afterwards president 
of the church, was recognized as an orthodox Mormon ! 

Mr. Penrose. Yes; and a prominent writer and speaker. 

Mr. Tatler. There were publications known as the "Journal of 
Discourses!" 

Mr. Penrose. Yea. 

Mr* Tatler. They were published by the church! 

Mr. Penrose. I think they were published by George D. Watt and 
J. D. Long, originally, in Liverpool, England. 

Mr. Tatler. In the interest of the church ! t - 

Mr. Penrose. Of course they were all supposed to be in the interest 
of the church, but I don't think the church published them. I am not 
sure about that, 

^M*Tatlei. Have you ever heard the authority of that publication 
questioned! 

Mr. Worthington. What do you mean by the authority of it! 
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Mr. Penrose. In whtt way do you meant That fa what I want to 
get at 

, Mr. Tatler. Can you answer the question—the correctness of the 
publication! 

Mr. Penrose. Do you mean the correctness of its contents f 
Mr. Tatler. Yes. 

Mr. Penrose. Oh, yes; there are some things in there that have 
been disputed. 

Mr. Iatler. That is, disputed by the persons who spoke them! 
Mr. Penrose. Oh, no; disputed oy others. 
Mr. Tatler. By others. 
Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tatler. I understand. 

Mr. Penrose. You were asking me about the authority of the publi- 
cation. ., v . v ;... i 

Mr. Tatler. I mean whether or not the fact that an address by 
Brigham Young, printed in the Journal of Discourses, was 

Mr. Penrose. Actually delivered? 

Mr. Tatler. Actually delivered. 

Mr. Penrose. Yes ; I think that is considered to be correct 

Mr. Tatler. That is what I meant 

Mr. Penrose. As far as that is concerned, but 

Mr. Tatler. As to how authoritative or binding it was upon the 
church— .. 

Mr. Worthington. Let him finish his answer, please. 

Mr. Tatler. Oh, no; I am going along all right. 

Mr. Worthington. I submit a witness has a right to finish his 
answer without your going alone all right. 

Mr. Tatler. The witness and I will have no trouble if you will only 
keep quiet 

Mr. Worthington. I shall not keep quiet when you interrupt the 
witness when you have the part of the answer you want and are try- 
ing to keep out, it would seem, the part you do not want 

Mr. Tatler. There is nothing Mr. Penrose could say that I do not 
want 

Mr. Worthington. He was in the middle of an answer, and I ask 
that he be allowed to finish it - 

Mr. Tatler. If you would only keep quiet about it we would get 
through. 

Mr. Worthington. I will not keep quiet about it until I get a 
ruling of the chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, this witness was interrupted in the midst of an 
answer, and I am insisting that he should be allowed to finish an 
answer to one question before another is asked. 

Mr. Tatler. While all this storm is going on the witness says he 
does not know where he was. and can not answer it any further. 

Mr. Worthington. I will ask the stenographer to read what the 
witness said, up to the point where he was interrupted. 

The stenographer read as follows: 

" Mr. Tatler. I mean whether or not the fact that an address by 

Brigham Young, printed in the Journal of Discourses, was 

"Mr. Penrose. Actually delivered! 
" Mr. Tatler. Actually delivered. 

** Mr. Penrose. Yes; I think that is considered to be correct 
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41 Ifa Tayler. That is what I meant 

M Mr, Penrose. As far as that is concerned, but * 

Mr. Tayler. Now read my next question. 
The stenographer read as follows i 

u Mr. Tayler. As to how authoritative or binding it was upon the 
church n 

Mr* Tayler. That, of course, might be jnatter of dispute. 

Mr. Penrose. Undoubtedly* We did not regard these books as 
authorities, only as works of reference, sometimes, to give the ideas 
that these men maintained on these subjects. 

Mr. Tayler* That is what I understood you to say, Mr. Penrose, 
and I want you to understand I am not seeking to have you say that 
those books, or what Brigham Young said, or what any other apostle 
said, is authoritative upon the members of the church. 

You have stated that, so far as you understand, a sermon printed in 
the Journal of Discourses purporting to be a sermon of Brigham 
Young was in fact a sermon of Brigham Young, but its authority and 
effect upon the Mormons is an entirely different question. 

Mr. Penrose. I may add to that, Mr. Tayler, if you will allow 
me, that there are some sermons published in the Journal of Dis- 
courses the authenticity of which has been disputed — for instance, 
some of the sermons attributed to Joseph Smith, the prophet. They 
Were taken down at the time in longhand and have Deen published 
in the Journal of Discourses and .there have been disputes as to their 

Mr, Tayler. Those are the only ones, are they, that have been dis- 
puted f 

Mr. Penrose. T}iey are the only ones I am reminded of now. 

Mr. Tayler. I am glad you said that I believe there is no refer- 
ence here to any such sermon of his. Roberts's Outlines of Ecclesi- 
astical History is a work written by Brigham H. Roberts ? 

Mr. Penrose. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Is it indorsed by the church officials? 

Mr. Penrose. I think perhaps it is, in the main, although there 
have been a great many disputes in regard to some portions of it that 
have arisen in the societies where it has been discussed — in the Mutual 
Improvement Associations, for instance, where it has been read- 
ana some disputes have arisen in regard to its correctness. 

Mr. Tayler. I notice a book here called " The Story of the Mor- 
mons," by W. A. Lynn. That you do not recognize as authority? 

Mr. Penrose. I should think not 

Mr. Tayler. The Improvement Era is 

Mir. Penrose. It is the organ of the Young Men's Mutual Improve- 
meiit Association, and published by the Improvement Era Associa- 



Mr. Tayler. Who is the editor! 

Mr. Penrose. Joseph F. Smith is the recognized editor. 

Mr. Tayler. That is the president of. the church ? 

Mr, Penrose. Yes, sir. I wish to say, however, that that is not 
altogether ah authority. There are some things in that that have 
been subject to great disputes. 

Mr. Tayler. Poubtless. I think, Mr. Chairman, that I have now 
referred to all of the books indicated in this protest which have not 
already tieJil UWilftRt £a the testimony in tfe oast* 
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Mr. Woetminuton. Are you through, Mr. Taylor I 

Mr. Taylbr. Yes. Just wait a moment until I make sure I am 

right about that 
Mr. Penrose, la " New Witnesses for God w the book I asked you 

about! 

Mr. Penrose. No; I think you did not ask me about that Its 
title is "A Now Witness for God," by Roberts. 

Mr. Taywgr. That is a highly thought of work, by Brigham H. 
Roberts! 

Mr. Penrose. Yes; highly thought of by Brigham H. Roberts. 
That is correct 

Mr. Tayoer. Is it not highly thought of outside of Brigham H. 
Roberts! 

Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir; a good many others think so. 
Mr. Tayi^er. Is the Logan Journal what you would call a Gentile 
paper! 

Mr. Penrose. Well, not altogether. I think there are some Mor- 
mons connected with it, but it is not a Mormon publication. It is 
not published under the auspices of the church, or with the church 
authority. 

Mr. Tayt.br. I understand. It is owned generally by Mormons, 
is it! • 

Mr. Penrose. Yes, sir; some of both persuasions, I think. 

Mr. Tayxjsb. Is it not an anti-Mormon paper ! 

Mr. Penrose. No. I will say a good many Mormons there do not 
agree with the tone of it 

Mr. Tayx.br. Was "Roberts' Outline of Ecclesiastical History n 
the work I asked you about! 

Mr. Penrose. You asked me about that 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Penrose, will you tell me which, if any, 
of the publications to which Mr. Tayler has just referred is an 
accepted authority as to what are the doctrines of the Mormon 



Church, binding upon all Mormons! 
Mr. Penrose. Not 



lOijeof them. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What, if any, effect would it have upon the 
standing of a Mormon if he should .openly dispute any proposition 
laid down in any one of them which was not taken from the books 
which you do accept as authority ! 
Mr. Penrose. Not any of them whatever. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Is it not a matter of fact that there are dis- 
putes in regard to them as to whether this and that passage is 
correct! 

Mr. Penrose. There are such disputes, 

Mr. Worthinoton. If desired by anybody who was investigating 
the matter to ascertain what are the real true doctrines of the Mor- 
mon Church, the doctrines which alone are binding upon its mem- 
bers, would they be looked for in any place except in the books which 
I enumerated a few moments ago and in thf> manifesto! 

Mr. Penrose. Nowhere else. Those books are publicly endorsed 
by the church, and adopted as the written standards on purpose to 
disavow any absolute reliance upon any other works. 

Mr. Worthinoton. The very purpose of having those books is so 
that the Mormons and the world will know exactly what your doc- 
trines are! 
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Mr, Iht yoiif Eyctly* 

Mr, WowmHeTDX. And to know that nothing else is a Mormon 
standard f 
Mr. P&Haosn. Yes, sip. 

Mr, Wobthington . These other things are merely the expressions 
of individuals, no matter how high they are in office! 

Mr. Pzhsosb. Yes; we view them as valuable for what they are. 
If they do not agree with the standards, we do not adopt them. 

Mr. Wobthington. If you found a passage in this book not found 
in your standard books- 

Mr. PiNStosi. That is, if it did not agree with it 

Mr. Wowmntwoit* AnoVvou, for instance, should say you do not 
accept that as the voice of God, but that you believe it is the voice of 
the devil, you would have a right to say that anywhere to any of the 
Mormons, would you not? 

Mr. Pbkboss. xes; if I believed it 

Mr. Worthinotok. And it would not affect your standing as a 
member of the church ? 
Mr. Pjbnbosx. No, sir. 

Mr. WoRTHlNOTON. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

# 

RULING BT THU CHAIRMAN. 

The GHAiBMAlr/^ Thr qtiestion raised by counsel is whether the 
declarations of the recognized heads and the leaders of the Mormon 
Church and the writings of the recognized teachers and instructors 
of the church are admissible in evidence as tending to show what 
the belief of the organization may be upon any given point 
• I find the case or Annie F. A. Hilton v. Kosa P. Koylance, which 
was passed upon by the supreme court of Idaho and reported in 25 
Utah Reports, page 129. It was decided in 1002. 

One of the questions in that case was as to the meaning of the word 
" sealing," ana its meaning was shown by the declarations of some of 
the leaders of the church and by the writings of its recognized 



The court say: 

u The most important subject of inquiry in this branch* of the case, 
therefore, is what was meant by the term 4 sealed ' or ( sealing cere- 
nM&y.' 43bis point was made an issue in the pleadings. * * * 

"Courts will take judicial notice of matters of history and the 
contents of the Bible ; of the fact that there are various religious sects ; 
of the creed and general doctrine of each sect, and hence will take 
notice of the creed and general doctrine of the Mormon Church and 
of the principle of * celestial marriage ' peculiar to the Mormon sect 
These ate matters of general history ana may fairly be presumed to 
be subjects of common knowledge, of which the courts take notice 
w itbwitpwf of the fecte."^ 

, ^Svwwtua determined that we can take judicial notice of the 
works of history and theology offered in evidence and rejected, it now 
behooves m to ascertain what the particular meaning of the word 
1 seating * ■& a^oo f^^g to the historica l and the th eo logical authority 
el t^MEormon Churcn, and ais? to afffmrtftin whether t sealing oere- 



many * performed as in th« case at bar and under and by virtue of 
Aft authority of the church effects a marriage for time and eternity 
or merely for eternity, and whether such a ceremony is ever per- 
formed for eternity only. Counsel f or the respondent insist that 
according to the theological authorities this ceremony relates to eter- 
nity or to tfye future life, and that the relations established by the 
sealing ordinances may begin after death. l Upon careful examina- 
tion we are of the opinion mat this position is not sound." 

The court then cite from Whitney's History of Utah, in regard to 
the doctrine of celestial marriage, and further say : 

" It was to the Latter-Day Saints the key of the celestial kingdom, 
where, according to their faith, the family relationships formed on 
earth according to divine law will be perpetuated ; hence the revela- 
tion enjoining celestial marriage was entitled * Revelation on the 
Eternity of the Marriage Covenant, including Plurality of Wives."* 
The court then cite the revelation as recorded in the Book of Doc- 
trine and Covenants. 

In commenting further upon the meaning of the word " sealing," 
the court say, at page 150 : 

"Speaking on the subject of marriage or sealing, Brigham H. 
Young, of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, in Feb- 
ruary, 1868, among other things said, 'The Lord says, "Let my 
servants ana handmaidens be sealed, and let their children be sealed/' 
This great and happy Government, under which we have lived so 
long, says that we snail not perform the ordinance of sealing.' On 
that occasion he also said: 'The ordinance of sealing must be per- 
formed here.' (12 Jour. Disc, pp. 164, 164) Upon the same sub- 
ject President Young, in a dscourse delivered May 8, 1870, said: 'I 
will say a few words on a subject which has been mentioned nere; that 
is, celestial marriage. God has given a revelation to seal for time 
and for eternity, just as He did in the days of old. In our own days 
He has commanded His people to receive the new and everlasting 
covenant, and He has said, "If ye abide not that covenant; then are 
ye damned." We have received it' (14 Jour. Disc, p. 43.) Again, 
speaking upon the same subject in a discourse delivered August, 1873, 
President Young used the word ' sealed ' in the same sense as ' mar- 
ried.' (16 Jour. Disc, pp. 166, 167.) 

"On another occasion, in a discourse, delivered June 28, 1874, 
President Young, speaking in relation to marriage and divorce, said : 
' I say to my sisters in the kingdom^ who are sealed to men, and who 
say. We do not want this man in eternity if he is going to conduct 
himself there as he does here," there is not the least danger of your 
seeing him in eternity, or of his seeing you there, if he proves him- 
self unworthy here. * But if he honors his priesthood and you are 
to blame and come short of doing your duty and prove yourself 
unworthy of celestial glory, it will be left to him to do what he 
pleases with you. You will be very glad to get to him if you find the 
fault is in yourself and not in him. But if you are not at fault, be 
not troubled about being joined to him there, for no man will have 
the privilege of gathering his Wives and children around him there 
unless he proves himself worthy Of them.' On the subject of divorce, 
he Said: <I tell the brethren and sisters, when they come to me and 
want a bill of divorce, that I am ready to seal people and administer 



the ordinances, and they in weloc^ to my services ; but, when they 
undertake to break the commandment and tear to pieces the doings 
of the Lord, I make them give me something. I tei} a man that he 
had to give me $10 if he wants a divorce. For what! My services? 
No; for his foolishness. If J^at a bill of diiswoei give > me $10, 
so that I can put it down in the book that such a man and such a 
woman have dissolved partnership*; Do you think you have done 
so when you have obtained a, WU of divOTc«f No; nor ever can if 
you are faithful to the covenants you have made^V 17 Jour. Disc., 
pp. 117, 119. Can it be doubted that President Young, in his use or 
the word 'sealed,' meant married? "CThquestionably tie referred to 
the marriage status and used that word in reference to those who 
had assumed the relations of husband and wife. 9 ' 

The opinion then quotes at son^^^^ by 
President Taylor, then an elder of the church; in a funeral sermon 
delivered December 81, 1876, found in 24 Jour. Disc, pp. 229-2S1; 
also from a discourse delivered by Wilford Woodruff, Julv 20, 1883? 
from a discourse delivered by Orson Pratt on July 11, 1875; from 
the Article of Faith, a work written by Dr. James E, Talmage; and 
from the Key of Theology, by Parley Pratt. 

The court further say : 

" In addition to the authorities already quoted from, see 19 Jour. 
Disc, pp. 168, 164: 21 Jour. Disc, pp. 292, 296; 23 Jour. Disc, n. 
182. Koberts^ Outline of Ecclesiastical History, p. 426. RicharcTs 
Compendium, pp. 181* 133; Historical Record (CL Enc), pp. 514, 

Then the court say: 

Saints 




marriage * ~ v - y . 

It appears, therefore* itt tl^ the declarations of the 

leaders of the church and tfce teache» were held 

admissible as tending to show the meaning of the word " sealing;" 
and in the light of this ruling, and of the generally recognized prin- 
ciples of evidence, the Chair admits this testimony without of course 
indicating its weight or its effect, as tending to prove the doctrines 
of the organisation. So, Mr, Tayler, you may present those docu- 
ments. • : -.v l -.-.vV-". : ; 
Mr. Worthinotok, You had better give us jour list 
Mr. Tayler. We propose to prove these things, so far as we have 
them available, that are recited in the protest i ^ ■ 

. Mr. Wobthtnoton. But we do not know as to many of them where 

they are. « , 

Mr. Tayuk. We will supply you, probably by to-morrow, with 
the information we spoke of this afternoon. 

Mr. WosTHiNcrroN. Then will the committee meet to-morrow morn- 
ing at 10 o'clock? 4 , , 

The Chairman. There will be no necessity for that, it seems to me. 

Mr. Tatleb. We are fully informed now as to what the ruling of 
the committee is, and what is tfce scope of these extracts. There are 
many others we might make, but we do not care anything about them* 
We will take the eitr acts referred to here. 
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ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. Worthikotok* Mr. Chairman, you asked us about going on 
again with the hearing. It has been intimated to us by the chairman 
that it is desirable we should go on as early as the 10th of January. 

The Chairman. Yes; it' is i the desire of the committee, without 
of course pressing Mr. Snioot or his attorneys, to proceed with the 
case as soon as we can after the holiday recess. 

Mr. WowTHiNTON. We wish to fall in with that proposition, and 
we think in all probability we will be able to do so. We will assume, 
therefore, that this hearing will be adjourned until the 10th of Janu* 
ary, the date suggested by the chairman. 

The Chairman. Until the 10th of January; and I will say that if 
you are able to furnish the chairman with the names of any witness 
you may desire, although they may not be all of your witnesses, I will 
take great pleasure in having a subpoena issued fir them. 

Mr. Wobthington. We will furnish the chairman with a list of 
some of the witnesses to-day. The names of others we may not be 
able to get until later. We would like to have a conference with the 
chairman about the matter of our witnesses. There are some sugges- 
tions we have to make. 

The Chairman. I will be very glad to confer with you at any time. 

Mr. Tatlbr. We have here the papers from which extracts are to 
be made, and we would like to have you go over them now, Mr. Worth- 
ington,and verify them right here' m the committee room. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Very well; we can go over the papers. 

The Chairman. Counsel, then, will agree upon that among them- 
selves? 

Mr. Worthinoton. Yes. * # 

The Chairman. Then the committee will stand adjourned until the 
10th day of January next, at 10 o'clock in the forenoon. 

Mr. Tatxer. I understand Apostle Smith and Mr. Penrose are ex- 
cused? 

The Chairman. Yes; you can all be excused. 
The committee (at 3 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) adjourned until 
Tuesday, January 10, 1905, at 10 o'clock a. m. 



Washington, D. C, January 10, 1905. 
The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Present: Senators Burrows (chairman), Knox, and Overman; 
also Senator Smoot: also Robert W. Tayler, counsel for protestants. 

The Chairman. Counsel for Senator Smoot are not ready to pro- 
ceed this morning but will be to-morrow morning at 10 o'clock. The 
committee will adjourn until to-morrow at 10 o'clock. 

Thereupon the committee adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
January 11, 1905, at 10 o'clock a. m. 



Washington, D. C., January 11, 1&D5. 
The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Present: Senators Burrows (chairman), McComas, Dillingham, 
Knox, Pettua, Dubois, and Overman \ also Senator Smoot; also 



Robert W.Teyler, counsel ft* theprotestanta, and A. 8. Worthingten 

The CHanntuf. m. Worthington, are y*m ready to proceed! 
Mr. Tatuol Mr. Chairman, before Mr* Worthirijfton proceeds, I 
should like to present— it seems not to have been printed in the rec- 
ord— the documentary evidence which was arranged for at the last 
meeting and which the stenographer has had typewritten. 
The Chairman. Very well; that will be printed. 
Mr. Tatlh* I should liketo add to it, Mr. Chairman, that which 
la a matter of public record now. but it ought to appear in its proper 
place in this record— the plea for amnesty which is set out in the 
A A but without the signatures of those who made the plea. I 
have it printed in the record. 




a Chaxucak. With the signatures f 
.Tat 




us to act 
aie in reality part 




WoaraiKOTOK. Have you a certified or an authentic copy of it! 
f. Tatnuu It is in many places. It appears here in a report of 
the jovemor of Utah and it also appears in many places in the reports 

^mBVOAiMMAVt. The matter referred to will be printed. 

IA «ew Wttaeas forOo* By BMtor K H, Boherta. Page mi 

here to say a few words upon the subject of priest* 
od is power which God confers upon man, by which 
an agent for God, authorised to act in His name. It may 
a cfiy ©* nation of appraching calamity because of cor- 
may be to teach faith in God; or cry repentance to the 
" - in water for the remission of sins, or 

baptism of the Holy 
\#g of the sick, or afl 
hold the priesthood possess Divine 
tod; and by possessing part of God's power 
God—that is, in the sense of being part of 
\ power that extends throughout the universe, 
autttortty of men that hold the priesthood, and when those 
possess it walk in obedience to the commandments of God. men 
honor the priesthood in them honor God, and those who reject it 

Iffee Doctrine tad Covenant! of the Church of Jesus Christ of tatter-Day 
e jp t ata laa the malationt gi ven to Joseph Smith, Jr., the prophet for 
\m$ UP Of the Slavdom of God In the last days. Divided into verses, 
With references, br Orsoa Pratt sr. J 

*8. All other authorities or offices in the church are appendages to 
this priesthood." % 

-PBhe Juvenile Inetroctor, as Illustrated semimonthly tnagasine designed ex- 
pemmj for the education and elevation of the young. George Q. Cannon, 
editor. PsgeT4*} 

44 The priesthood is a sacred thing. Our Almighty Father sent 
angels 4rom heaven to commit it to men on the earth; and the men 
who bear it are the ambassadors of the Lord and are clothed with 
Divine power to such an extent that when they officiate in ordinances 
acknowledged as though they were performed by the 
lit Tha Lord has not given to the members of fee 






church the right to And fault with or condemn those who hold the 
priesthood. Neither is it the right of an elder or other officer to 
judge or censure or speak disrespectfully and condemnatory of hit 
file leader or of the men who preside over him. Has any man in the 
church such a right! Certainly not If file leaders or presiding 
authorities do wrong God will deal with them in the way He has 
ordained Those who preside are accountable to authority ; but it is 
to the authority which God has prescribed : it is to the tribunals for 
which He has made provision. There need be no fear that the Lord 
will neglect to hold His servants who lead or preside to a strict 
accountability for their conduct. He has made ample' provisions, 
so that every person who is accused of wrong, however high his posi- 
tion in the church may be, can be brought to trial before a proper 
tribunal No necessity will ever arise, therefore, for men to take 
upon themselves in their individual capacity the right to judge and 
condemn the Lord's servants." 

(Key to the Science of Theology: Designed m an Introduction to the Firet 
Principle* of Spiritual Philosophy, Religion, Lew, and Government; aa 
delivered by the Ancient*, arid ae restored in this age, for the final develop- 
ment of universal peace, troth, and knowledge. By Parley P. Pratt Page 

67.J 

"Jesus Christ, being the first Apostle thus commissioned, and the 
president of all the powers thus delegated, is lord of lords, and 
king of kings, in the heavens and on the earth. Hence this priesthood 
is called the priesthood after the order of the Son of God. It holds 
the keys of all the true principles of government in all worlds, being 
without beginning of days or end of life. It was held by Adam, 
Seth; Enoch, Noah, Shem, Melchisedec, and others. Abraham 
obtained this priesthood, and an election of the same in his seed after 
him to all generations. The decree went forth in an everlasting 
covenant, that in Abraham and his seed all the nations and kindreds 
of the earth should be blessed. 

" Of this lineage, according to the flesh, were the prophets, John 
the Baptist, Jesus Christ, and the Jewish Apostles. Since the cov- 
enant and election thus manifested the keys of revelation, govern- 
ment, and miraculous powers on earth have been held exclusively by 
the literal descendants of this noble and royal house. 

u The Gentiles could partake of a portion of the same blessings, but 
this could only be done through their ministry, and by adoption 
into the same family. 

"This election or covenant with the house of Israel will continue 
forever. In the great restoration of all things this lineage will 
hold the keys of priesthood, salvation, and government for all 
nations. As saith the Prophet Isaiah: 

" ' The nation, and kingdom that will not serve Thee shall perish; 
yea, those nations shall be utterly wasted, 1 

"And again: * Te shaU he the priests of the Lord; men shall caU 
you the ministers of our God, but strangers shall build your walls, 
and the sons of the alien shaU be your ploughmen and your vine 
dressers. 1 

"This priesthood, mdudinff that of the Aaronic, holds the keys 
of revelation of the oracles of God to man upon the earth ; the power 
a*d right to give laws and commandments to individuals, churches, 
rulers, nations, and the world; to appoint, ordain, and establish con- 

a Doc 486, 69-1, vol 2 29 
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rti ta tl o m tad kingdoms; to appoint kittg». presidents; governors, or 
judges, and to ordain or anoint them to their several holy callings, 
also to instruct, warn, or reprove them by the Word of the Lord. 

M It also holds the keys of the ? administration of ordinances for the 
remission of sins, and for the gift of the Holy Spirit; to heal the sick, 
oast oat demons, or work miracles in the name of the Lord ; in fine, to 
bind or loose on earth and in heaven. For the exercise of all of which 
powers the student of theology will find abundant precedents in the 
sacred Scriptures. 

11 Men holding the keys of the priesthood and apostleship, after the 
order of the Son of God, are his representatives or ambassadors to 
mankind. To receive them, to obey their instructions, to feed, clothe, 
or aid them, is counted the same in the final judgment as if all had 
been done to the Son of God in person. On the other hand, to reject 
them or their testimony or message or the word of God through them 
in any matter is counted the same as if done to Jesus Christ in his 
own person. Indeed, such ambassadors will be the final judges of 
the persons, rulers, cities, or nations to whom they are sent." 

Clear**! of discourses delivered by President Brigham Young, bis two coun- 
selors, the twelve apostles, and ethers. Volume 5, page 187 : " The rights of 
Mormonlmn. A discourse to Klder John Taylor, delivered in the Bowery, 
Great Salt Lake CHy, August 80, ISM."} 

God has established his kingdom; he has rolled back that cloud 
t has overspread the moral Eoriion of the world; he has opened 
^ heavens, revealed the fullness of the everlasting gospel, organized 
m$ kingdom according to the pattern that exists in the heavens; and 
he has placed certain keys, powers, and oracles in our midst; and we 
the people of God ; we are his government. The priesthood upon 
earta is the legitimate government of God, whether in the heavens 
on tiie earth. 

"Some people ask, * What is priesthood!* I answer, 'It is the 
Jmaite rule of God, whether in the heavens or on the earth ;' 
rd it is the only legitimate power that has a right to rule upon 
earth; and when the will of God is done on earth as it is in 
the heavens, no other power will bear rule. 

u Then, if we look at it in this point of view, we are standing in 
• peculiar position; we are standing here as the representatives 
of God, ana the only true representatives he has upon the earth; 
for there is not another power or government upon the earth that 
acknowledges God for their ruler, or head, but this; there is not 



[The Doctrine and Covenants of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day 
Saints, containing the Revelations given to Joseph Smith, Jun., the Prophet, 
for the building up of the Kingdom of Qod in the last days. Divided into 
verses, with references, for Orson Pratt, Sea, Page 883.] 

*mmo* 107. 

"A revelation through Joseph, the prophet, given at Kirtland, 
Ohio, on priesthood; the fore part, or the first fifty-eight verses, 
being given Maroh 28, 1885$ the other items were revealed at 
sundry tunes* 
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* 1. There are, in the church, two priesthoods, namely, the Mel* 
shisedec and Aaronic^ including the Levitical priesthood!. 

"2. Why the first is cai led &e Melchisedec priesthood is because 
Melchisedec was such a great high priest 

"3. Before his day it was called the holy priesthood, after the 
ora^dft^SonofOod, 

** 4. But out of respect or reverence to the name of the Supreme 
Being, to avoid the too frequent repetition of his name, the^r, the 
church, in ancient days, called that priesthood after Melchisedec, 
or the Melchisedec priesthood. 

"5. All other authorities or offices in the church are appendages to 
this priesthood ; 

44 But there are two divisions or grand heads—one is the Mel- 
chisedek priesthood, and the other is the Aaronic or Levitical priest- 
hood. 

"7. The office of an elder comes under the priesthood of Mel- 
ehisedek. 

" 8. The Melchisedek priesthood holds the right of presidency and 
has power and authority oyer all the officers in the church in all ages 
of the world to administer in spiritual things. 

" 9. The presidency of the high priesthooa, after the order of Mel- 
chisedek have a right to officiate in all the offices in the church* 
..." 10. High priests, after the order of the Melchisedek priesthood* 
have a right to officiate in their own standing, under the direction oi 
the presidency, in administering spiritual things, and also in the 
office of an elder, priest (of the Levitical order) , teacher, deacon, and 
member. 

" 11. An elder has a right to officiate in his stead when the high 
priest is not present. 

" 12. The high priest and elder are to administer in spiritual things, 
agreeable to the covenants and commandments of the church, ana 
they have ft right to officiate in all these offices of the church when 
there are no higher authorities present. 

44 13. The second priesthood is called the priesthood of Aaron, 
because it was conferred upon Aaron and his seed throughout all 
their generations. 

"14. Why it is" called the lesser priesthood is because it is an 
appendage to the greater or the Melchisedek priesthood, and has 
power in administering outward ordinances. 

" 15. The bishopric is the presidency of this priesthood and holds 
the keys or authority of the same. 

44 16. No man has a legal right to this office, to % hold the keys of 
this priesthood, except he be a literal descendant of Aaron ; 

u IT. But as a high priest of the Melchisedek priesthood has author- 
ity to officiate in all the lesser offices, he may officiate in the office of 
bishop when no literal descendant of Aaron can be found, provided 
he is called and set apart and ordained unto this power by the hands 
of the presidency of the Melchisedek priesthood. 

" 18. The power and authority of tne higher, or Melchisedek priest- 
hood, is to hold the keys of all the spiritual blessings of the church. 

" 19. To have the privilege of receiving the mysteries of the king- 
dom of heaven; to have the heavens opened unto them; to commune 
with the general assembly and church of the first born, and to enjoy 
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the communion and* presence of God the Father, and Jesus the 
Mediator of the new covenant 

" 20. The power and authority of the lesser, or Aaronic priesthood, 
is to hold the keys of the ministering of angels, and to administer in 
outward ordinances the letter of the ffospef— the baptism of repent- 
ance for the remission of sins, agreeable to the covenants and com- 
mandments. 

" 21. Of necessity there are presidents, or presiding officers growing 
out of or appointed of or from among those who are ordained to the 
several offices in these two priesthoods. 

"22. Of the Melchisedek priesthood, three presiding high priests, 
chosen by the body, appointed and ordained to that office, and upheld 
by the confidence, faith, and prayer of the church, form a quorum of 
the presidency of the church. 

"28. The twelve traveling counselors are called to be the twelve 
apostles, or special witnesses of the name of Christ in all the world ; 
thus differing from other officers in the church in the duties of their 
cal ling. 

"24. And they form a quorum equal in authority and power to the 
three presidents previously mentioned. 

" 26Y The seventy are also called to preach the gospel, and to be es- 
pecial witnesses unto the Gentiles and in all the world; thus differ- 
wg from other officers in the church in the duties of their calling. 

*26. And they form a quorum equal in authority to that of the 
twelve special witnesses or apostles just named. 

" 27. And every decision made by either of these quorums must be 
by the unanimous voice of the same; that is, every member in each 
quorum must be agreed to its decisions in order to make their de- 
cisions of the same power or validity one with the other. 

"28. (A majority may form a quorum when circumstances render 
it impossible to be otherwise.) 

" 29. Unless this is the ease their decisions are not entitled to the 
same blessings which the decisions of a quorum of three presidents 
were anciently, who were ordained after the order of Melchisedek, 
and were righteous and holy men. 

" 80. The decisions of these quorums, or either of them, are to be 
made in all righteousness, in holiness, and lowliness of heart, meek- 
ness and long-suffering, and in faith, and virtue, and knowledge, 
temperance, patience, godliness, brotherly kindness, and charity. 

"31. Because the promise is if these things abound in them they 
shall not be unfruitful in the knowledge of the Lord. 

" 82. And in case that any decision of these quorums is made in 
unrighteousness, it may be brought before a general assembly of the 
Several quorums, which constitute the spiritual authorities of the 
church, otherwise there can be no appeal from their decision. 

" 88. The Twelve are a traveling presiding high council, to officiate 
in the name of the Lord, under the direction of the presidency of the 
church, agreeable to the institution of heaven* to build up the church, 
and regulate all the affairs of the same in all nations— first unto the 
GentileVand secondly unto the Jews. 

* 84. The Seventy are to act in the name of the Lord, under jfche 
direction of the Twelve or the traveling high council, in building up 
the church and regulating all the affairs of the same in all nations— 
first unto the Gentiles, ana then to the Jews, 
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" 85, The Twelve being sent out, holding the keys, to open the door 
by the proclamation of the Gospel of Jesus Christ — and first unto 
the Gentiles, and then unto the Jews. 

" 86. The standing high councils at the stakes of Zion form a 
quorum equal in authority in the affairs of the church, in all their 
decisions, to the quorum of the presidency or to the traveling high 
council. 

" 87. The high council in Zion form a quorum equal in authority in 
the affairs of the church in all their decisions to the councils of the 
twelve at the stakes of Zion: 

" 88. It is the duty of the traveling high council to call upon the 
seventy when they need assistance, to fill the several calls for preach- 
ing and administering the Gospel instead of any others. 

" 89. It is the duty of the twelve in all large branches of the church 
to ordain evangelical ministers as they shall be designated unto them 
by revelation. 

"40. The order of this priesthood was confirmed to be handed 
down from father to son and riffhtly belongs to the literal descend- 
ants of the chosen seed, to whom the promises were made. 

" 41. This order was instituted in the days of Adam and came 
down by lineage in the following manner: 

" 42. From Adam to Seth, who was ordained by Adam at the age 
of 69 years and was blessed by him three years previous to his 
(Adam's) death and received the promise of God by his father that 
his posterity should be the chosen of the Lord and that they should 
be preserved unto the end of the earth. 

"- 48. Because he (Seth) was a perfect man and his likeness was 
the express likeness of his father's, insomuch that he seemed to be 
like unto his father in all things and could be distinguished from him 
only by his age. 

" 44. Enos was ordained at the age of 184 years and 4 months by 
the hand of Adam. 

" 45. God called upon Cainan in the wilderness in the fortieth year 
of his age, and he met Adam in journeying to the place Shedolamak. 
He was 87 years old when he received his ordination. 

" 46. Mahalaleel was 496 years and 7 days old when he was ordained 
by the hand of Adam, who also blessed him. 

" 47. Jared was 200 years old when he was ordained under the hand 
of Adam, who also blessed him. 

"48. Enoch was 25 years old when he was ordained under the 
hand of Adam, and he was 65 and Adam blessed him. 

" 49. And he saw the Lord, and he walked with him, and was before 
his face continually ; and he walked with God 865 years, making him 
430 years old when he was translated. 

" 50. Methuselah was 100 years old when he was ordained under the 
hand of Adam. 

" 51. Lamech was 82 years old when he was ordained under the 
hand of Seth. 

"52. Noah was 10 years old when he was ordained under the hand 
of Methuselah. 

"58. Three years previous to the death of Adam he called Seth, 
Enos, Cainan, Mahalaleel, Jareb% Enoch, and Methuselah, who were 
all high priests, with the residue of his posterity who were righteous, 
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into the valley of Adamondi-Ahman, and there bestowed upon them 
his last blessing. 

" 54. Andthe Lord appeared unto them, and they rose up and 
blessed Adam, and called him Michael, the Prince, the archangel. 

" 55. And the Lord administered comfort unto Adam and said unto 
him, I have set thee to be at the head— a multitude of nations shall 
come of thee, and thou art a prince over them forever. 

44 56. And Adam stood up in the midst of the congregation, and 
notwithstanding he was bowed down with age. being full of the Holy 
Ghost, predicted whatsoever should befall nis posterity unto the 
latest generation. 

" 57. These things were all written in the book of Enoch, and are 
to be testified of in due time. 

"58. It is the duty of the twelve, also, to ordain and set in order 
all the other officers of the church, agreeable to the revelation which 
says: 

" 59, To the church of Christ in the land of Zion in addition to the 
church laws respecting church business — 

" 60. Verily, I say unto you, save the Lord of Hosts, there must 
needs be presiding elders to preside over those who are of the office 
of an elder: 

"61. Ana also priests to preside over those who are of the office of 
a priest; .•>•.. 

* 62. And also teachers to preside over those who are of the office 
of a teacher; in like manner, and also the deacons; 

"68. Wherefore, from deacon to teacher, and from teacher to 
priest, and from priest to elder, severally as they are appointed, 
•wording to the covenants and commandments of the church. 

"64. Then comes the high-priesthood, which is the greatest of all ; 

" 65. Wherefore it most needs be that one be appointed of the high- 
priesthood to preside over the priesthood, and he shall be called presi- 
dent of the high-priesthood of the church; 

"66. Or, in other words, the presiding high priest over the high- 
priesthood of the church. 

" 67. From the same comes the administering of ordinances and 
blessings upon the church, by the laying on of the hands. 

" 68. Wherefore the office of a bishop is not equal unto it; for the 
office of a bishop is in administering all temporal things; 

"60. Nevertheless a bishop must be chosen from the high-priest- 
hood, unless he is a literal descendant of Aaron ; 

" 70. For unless he is a literal descendant of Aaron he can not hold 
the keys of that priesthood. 

" 71. Nevertheless, a high priest that is after the order of Melchis- 
edec maybe set apart unto the ministering of temporal things, hav- 
ing a knowledge of them by the spirit of truth. 

" 72. And also to be a judge in Israel, to do the business of the 
church, to sit in judgment upon transgressors upon testimony as it 
shall be laid before him according to the laws, by the assistance of 
his counselors, whom he has chosen or will choose among the elders 
of the church. 

" 78. This is the duty of a bishop who is not a literal descendant of 
Aaron, but has been ordained to the high-priesthood after the order 
of Melchisedec. 

"74. Thus shall he be a judge, even a common judge, among the 
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inhabitants of Zion, or in ft stake of Zion, or in any branch of the 
church where he shall be set apart unto this ministry, until the bor- 
ders of Zion are enlarged and it .becomes necessary to have other 
bishops or judges in Zion, or elsewhere; 

"75. And inasmuch as there are other bishops appointed they 
shall act in the same office. 

"76. But a literal descendant of Aaron has a legal right to the 
presidency of this priesthood, to the keys of this ministry, to act in 
the office of the bishop independently, without counselors, except in 
a case where a president of the high priesthood, after the order of 
Melchisedek, is tried; to sit as a judge in Israel. 

" 77. And the decision of either of these councils, agreeable to the 
commandment which says; 

" 78. Again, verily, I say tintb you the most important business of 
the church, and the most difficult cases of the church, inasmuch as 
there is not satisfaction upon the decision of the bishop or judges, it 
shall be handed over and carried up unto the council of the church, 
before the presidency of the high priesthood; 

" 79. And the presidency of the council of the high priesthood shall 
have power to call other nigh priests, even twelve, to assist as coun- 
selors; and thus the presidency of the high priesthood and its coun- 
selors shall have power to decide upon testimony according to the 
laws of the church. 

"80. And after this decision it shall be had in remembrance, no 
more before the Lord, for this is the highest council of the church of 
God and a final decision upon controversies in spiritual matters. 

" 81. There is not any person belonging to the church who is 
exempt from this council of the church. 

"82. And inasmuch as a president of the high priesthood shall 
transgress, he shall be had in remembrance before the common council 
of the church, who shall be assisted by twelve counselors of the high 
priesthood; 

" 83. And their decision upon his head shall be an end of contro- 
versy concerning him. 

" 84. Thus none shall be exempted from the justice and the laws 
of God, that all things may be done in order and in solemnity before 
him according to truth ana righteousness. 

" 85. And again, verily I say unto you, the duty of a president 
over the office of a deacon is to preside over twelve deacons, to sit in 
council with them, and to teach them their duty-— edifying one 
another as it is given according to the covenants. 

" 86. And also the duty of the president over the office of the teach- 
ers is to preside over 24 of the teachers, and to sit in council with 
them, teaching them the duties of their office, as given in the cov- 
enants. 

" 87. Also the duty of the president over the priesthood of Aaron 
is to preside over 48 priests, and sit in council with them, to teach 
them the duties of their office, as is given in the covenants. 

" 88. This president is to be a bishop; for this is one of the duties 
of this priesthood. ~ 

" 89. Again, the duty of the president over the office of elders is to 
preside over 96 elders, and to sit in council with them, and to teach 
them according to the covenants. 
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u 90. This presidency is a distinct one from that of the seventy, end 
is designed for those who do not travel into all the world. 

w 91* And again, the duty of the president of the office of the high- 
priesthood is to preside over the whole church, and to be like onto 

u 92. Behold, here is wisdom : yea, to be a seer, a revela tor, a trans- 
later, and a prophet, having all the gifts of God which He bestows 
upon the head of the church* ; 

"93. And it is according to the vision, showing the' order of the 
seventy, that they should have seven presidents to preside over them, 

chosen out of the number of the seventy. 

" 94 And the seventh president of these presidents is to preside 
over the six. 

" 96. And these seven presidents are to choose other seventy besides 
the first seventy to whqpn they belong, and are to preside over them. 

" 96. And also other seventy, until seven times seventy, if the labor 
in the vineyard of necessity requires it. 

* 97. And these seventy are to be traveling ministers unto the Gen- 
tiles firsthand also unto the Jews; 

" 98. Whereas other officers of the church who belong not unto the 
twelve, neither to the seventy, are not under the responsibility to 
travel among all nations, but are to travel as their circumstances shall 
allow, notwithstanding they may hold as high and responsible offices 

■ in the church. , v ..,- 

"99, Wherefore* now, let every man leap his duty, and to act in 
the office in which he is appointed in all diligence. 

•i, " 100. He that is slothful shall not be counted worthy to stand, and 
he that learns not his duty and shows himself not approved shall not 
be counted worthy to stand. Even so. Amen." 

(Journal of Discourse* fcy Brlgham Voting, President of the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Letter-Day Saints, his two counsellors, the twelve apostles, and 
others. Volume %, page I9ki "Materials for the Temple— The Clay and the 
Potter. An address delivered by President Heber 0. Kimball in the Taber- 
nacle, Great Salt Lake City, October 9, 1862, at the General Conference."] 

* What need you care where you go if you jo according to direction, 
and when you get to Coal Creek or Iron County be subject to that 
man who is placed there to rule you, just the same as you would be 
subject to President Young* if you were here, because that man is 
delegated by this conference, ana sanctioned by this people, and that 
man's word is law. And so it is ^ they are our 
fathers, our governors, and we are their household. It is for them to 
provide for their household, and watch over them, and govern and 
control them; they are potters to mold you, and when you are sent 
forth to the nations of the earth, you go to gather the clay, and bring 
it here to the great potter, to be ground ana molded until it becomes 

Sassive, and then be taken and formed into vessels, according to the 
ictation of the presiding potter. I have to do the work he tells me 
to do, and you have to do the same, and he has to do the work told 
him by the ffreat master potter in i heaven and on earth. If Brother 
Brigham tells me to do a thing, it is the same as though the Lord told 
me to do it This is the course for you and every other saint to take, 
and by your taking this course, 1 will tell yotf, brethren, you are on 
the top of the heap. We are in the tops of the mountains, and when 
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the stone shall roll down from the mountains it will smash the earth, 

and break in pieces everything that opposes its course; but the stone 
has to get up there before it can roll down. 

"We are here in a happy place, in a goodly land, and among as 
good a people as ever the Lord suffered to dwell upon the face -or the 
earth. Have I not a reason to be proud? Yes, I am proud of the 
religion of Christ. I am proud of nis elders, his servants, and of his 
handmaids, and when they do well I am prouder still. I do not know 
but I shall get so proud that I shall be four or five times, prouder than 
T am now." 

C Journal of Discourses by Brlgham Young, President of the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-Day Saints,; his two counsellors, the twelve apostles, and 
others. Volume i, page 340: ** Comprehensiveness of True Religion— The 
Saints but Stewards. A discourse delivered by President Brlgham Young, at 
Great Salt Lake City, December 5, 1853."] 

w I wish to impress another thing upon your minds. An elder, who 
is willing to preach the Gospel, borrows a hundred or a thousand dol- 
lars from you, and you never breathe the first complaint against him 
until you came home to this valley, but after you have beenhere for a 
few days you follow me round and fill my ears with complaints 
against this brother, and ask me what he has done with your money, 
I say, * I do not know.* Thus you are distressed and in misery, all the 
day long, to get it back again. If an elder has borrowed from you, 
and you find he is going to apostatize, then you may tighten the 
screws upon him ; but if he is willing to preach the Gospel, without 
purse or scrip, it is none of your business what he does with the money 
he has borrowed from you. The doctrine of Brother Joseph is, that 
not one dollar you possess is your own ; and if the Lord wants it to use, 
let it go, and it is none of your business what He does with it Should 
it belaid out to pamper the lazy? No; but you can see those who 
have been out on missions, working in the canyons, and traversing the 
country right and left, trying to get a living by the work of their 
hands. 

" But you say, * What has he done with my money ?' He has, per- 
haps, helped that poor family to gather with it, or they would not 
have been here. If you murmur against that elder, it will prove 
your damnation. The money was not yours, but the Lord Almighte_ 
put it into your hands to see what you would do with it. The gold, 
the silver, the wheat, the fine flour, the buffalo, the deer, and the cat- 
tle on a thousand hills are all His, and He turns them whithersoever 
He will; and He turns the nations whithersoever He will, casting 
down one nation and setting up another, according to His own pleas- 
ure. All there is of any worth or value in the world is incorporated 
in our glorious religion, and designed to exalt the minds of tne chil- 
dren or men to a permanent, celestial, and eternal station. 

" No man need judge me. You know nothing about it, whether I 
am sent or not; furthermore, it is none of your business, only to lis- 
ten with open ears to what is taught you, and serve God with an un- 
divided heart" 
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fPescret Brenlnf News, 0*tnrday, December 1# 1900, Salt Lake Cttr* tTtah. 
From an article entitled "Tempje Work and law of Tithing. Discourse de- 
llTered at the general conference) of t$t# Ohureh ot Jesus Christ of Latter- 
day Saints, In the Tabernacle, Salt Late City, Sunday morning, October 7, 
1900, by President Joseph F. Smith. Oar labors relate to temporal as well as 
spiritual things—temple work— laws and ordinances administered now the 
same as administered In the days of the Prophet Joseph Smith—law of tith- 
ing— necessity for greater union— home industries,") 

"I believe in union* I believe that except we are one in those 
things which pertain to the building up of Zion we are not God's 
children. But I want to say to you that we are not one. There is 
not that union amongst us that should exist. Sometimes when Presi- 
dent Snow tells a brother what he would like him to do, he at once 
turns on his heel and says that comes in contact with his manhood 
and his independence, and he prefers to follow the bent of his own 
mind rather than to take such counsel. In that respect we are not 
always one. And I want to say that this lack of oneness is not con- 
fined to the people. It reaches into the higher ranks of the priest- 
hood, if I have any power to discern spirits. 

"Let me read what the Lord says: 

44 'And now, verily, verily I say unto you concerning the laws of the 
land, it is my will that my people should observe to do all things 
whatsoever I command them. 

" This is the first point It is the hub of the wheel. 

44 4 Aad that law of the land which is constitutional, supporting that 
principle of freedom in maintaining rights and privileges, belongs to 
all mankind, and is justifiable before me ; 

44 4 Therefore, I, the Lord, justify you. and your brethren of my 
church, in befriending that iaw which k the constitutional law of 
the land; 

* 'And as pertaining to law of man, whatsoever is more or less 
than these, cometh of evil. 

^J^^lMi Qcdf make you free, therefore ye are free indeed; 
and the law also maketh you free. 

444 Nevertheless, when the wicked rule the people mourn; 

44 4 Wherefore, honest men. and wise men, should be sought for 
diligently, and good men and wise men ye should observe to uphold ; 
otherwise whatsoever is less than these cometh of evil.' 

44 OBSATSS TJNTTT UNJOINED, 

"The question in my mind is this: Who is to judge who are the 
good men and the wise men? If you leave me to judge, I say one 
man; if you leave Brother Brigham to judge, he may say another 
man; or, if we leave it to the people to judge, one says this is the wise 
man. and another says that is the wise man. The question with me 
isrAm I in a frame of mind, that when I get the word from the Lord 
as to who is the right man, will I obey it, no matter if it does come 
contrary to my convictions or predilections f If I feel that I can 
obey the word of God on this matter, then I am in harmony with 
the spirit of the work of God. If I can not do it, I am'not in har- 
mony with that spirit 19 
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{The Dally Tribune, Salt Lake City, Utah, TuemSay morning April 6, 1807. 
Extract from article entitled 44 Cannon Hits Thatcher."] 

* BELIEF XH REVELATIONS* 

a After the asud preliminaries at the afternoon session Apostle 
John W. Taylor spofie on the signs of the times and found several 
indications o"f the fulfillment of biblical prophecies. The gathering 
together of these people in the Roeky Mountains, he said, nad been 
predicted by the old prophets, and the sending abroad of missionaries 
was in keeping with the words of Joseph, < that this gospel shall be 
preached throughout the earth and then the end shall come.' He 
spoke of insufficiency of denominational beliefs and said that there 
were no inspired men in those churches; that they did not believe in 
revelations and that they did not want to. 4 How,' he queried, \ can 
we obey the will and mind of God without their being revealed? 
Wilfora Woodruff is the prophet and seer of this church, and the man 
who would not listen to Wilford Woodruff would not listen to the 
Lord Jesus Christ if he were here. Joseph Smith was a prophet; 
Brigham^ Young was a prophet; Wilfora Woodruff is a prophet, 
and J know that he has a great many prophets around him, and he 
can make scriptures as goodas those in the Bible.' n 

I The Dally Trlbnne, Salt Lake City, Utah, Tuesday morning, October 5, 1807* 
From an article headed "Conference In Session— Sixty-eighth Semiannual 
Mormon Gathering."] 

"opposed to criticism. 

"Apostle M. W. Merrill elaborated upon the danger of criticising 
the action of the members of the priesthood. He said that the 
apostles and presidents of stakes were placed in their positions in the 
church bv the Lord, and that they did not seek these positions them- 
selves. He advised the people to go to the bishop or their ward or 
the president of the stake wnenever they intended to enter upon any 
, new enterprise. He spoke of the great goodness of the Lord in grant- 
ing living oracles and prophets to, the Latter-Day Saints and said 
that the prophecies of the present were to be preferred to the Bible 
or to the Book of Mormon. If it were not for the presence in the 
church of living oracles, he declared, the church would be scattered 
to the winds.*' 

"President Wilford Woodruff spoke briefly in support of the 
priesthood ; that the Bible, Book of Mormon, and the Book of Cov- 
enants were the written word of God, but the power of the living 
oracles did not end with the books. Nor did the noly priesthood and 
the power of God stop with the presidency of ihe aspostles, but every 
man on God's footstool should have the spirit of God and the power 
of God with him." 

(Desert Evening News. Monday, October 4, 1897. Salt Lake City, Utah, 
From an article, headed " General Conference."] 

" The sixty-eighth semiannual conference of the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-Day Saints convened in the Tabernacle, Salt Lake 
City, at 10 a. m. ; on Monday, October 4, 1897. . President Wilford 
Woodruff, presiding. 
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41 Elder Marriner W. Merrill, of the counoil of the apostle, opened 
with a strong testimony of the truth of the Gospel, bringing up per- 
sonal evidences in its support. 

" The fulfillment of the prediction* of President Woodruff »t ihe 
dedication of the Salt Lake temple was referred to and the saints 
were warned not to depart from the counsel and advice of men whose 
foreknowledge through the spirit of God had been proved to be so 
great They could not stand alone, all needed the counsel of* the 
priesthood and the guidance of the Holy Spirit The value of the 
living oracles of God for the present guidance of the people was 
strongly emphasized 

a President Wilford Woodruff spoke briefly upon the comparative 
value of the living oracles and the written word of God; also upon 
the privilege of the priesthood and saints generally to possess the 
spirit of revelation and to know the mind of God in respect to their 
individual duties." 

[Journal of Discourses delivered by President Brtgham Young, his two coun- 
sellors, the twelve apostle?, and others, " Necessity of adhering to the priest- 
hood In preference to science and art" Remarks by Elder Wilford Wood- 
run?, made In the Bowery, Great Salt Lake City* Thursday, April 9, 1857* 
Vol 5, page 88.) 

11 Now, whatever I might have obtained in the shape of learning, by 
searching and study respecting the arts and sciences of men* what- 
ever principles I mav have imbibed during my scientific researches, 
yet if the prophet of God should tell me that a certain principle or 
theory which 1 might have learned was not true, I do not care what 
my ideas might have been, I should consider it my duty, at the sug- 
gestion of my file leader, to abandon that principle or theory* Sup- 
pose he were to say the principles by which you are governed are not 
right, that they Were incorrect^ what would be my duty? I answer 
that it would be my duty to lay those principles aside and to take up 
those that might be laid down by the servants of God." 

(Peseret Evening News. Salt Lake City, Utah Territory. Wednesday, October 

7,1888.3 

AH RPISTLB riOU THB FIRST PRESIDENCY, 

To the officer* and member* of the 

Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, 

Brethebn and Sisters: As the time for holding our semiannual 
conference has again come around, and we are stiff prevented from 
addressing the saints in public, we deem it proper to take this method 
of communicating with you, that you may know the counsel we have 
to give and that we are hot neglectful of the duties which devolve 
upon us as the first presidency or the church. 

As all the saints doubtless understand, there has been no cessation 
since last we wrote in the work of persecution* ^ It rages, if anything, 
more fiercely than ever. Under cover of what is called the Edmunds 
lftw ? the most outrageous acts of oppression are being perpetrated 
against the Latter-Day Saints. The avowal has been openly made 
that this law was expressly designed for the destruction of a prin- 
ciple of our rehgion, and m this spirit all the persecutions have been 
conducted. Urns far no criminal, however guilty, who has not been 
a " Mormon " has been punished under it Acts of the most sicken- 
ing depravity have been committed by non-Mormons within easy 
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reach o»f Hi arm. but h#ft scarcely had a passing notice. While it 
is also worthy of note that up to the present writing, out of all who 
have been accused and brought before the district court, only one 
Mormon has been acquitted. The mill acquitted, we understand, 
was charged with being the husband of a woman, on the ground that 
he had camped in his wagon in a 10-acre lot in which her residence 
stood and had carried some chickens for her to market. 

One of the most remarkable features connected with the adminis- 
tration of this law is the extraordinary rulings which are made in its 
enforcement Hie judge who presi in the second judicial dis- 
trict in the recent trial of a case of unlawful cohabitation gave 
instructions to the jury at the request of the defense. Several ac- 
cused persons would have been cleared 'in the third judicial district 
had the juries which rendered verdicts in their cases been similarly 
instructed. They are as follows: 

1. Prior to the act of March 22, 1882, cohabitation with more than 
one woman was not unlawful. 

2. If you find from the evidence that the defendant, since the pas- 
sage of ule Edmunds Act, March 22, 1882, and within the dates named 
in the indictment, has not held out to the world, introduced, or 
announced more than one of the women named in the indictment as 
his wife, you should acquit the defendant* 

8. It is not necessary that the parties to a polygamous mariage, or 
who have lived in the practice of cohabitating with two or more 
women, should divorce themselves in order to entitle them to the pre- 
sumption of innocence of cohabitation after the passage of the 1 aw. 

4. As all children of polygamous marriages begotten before March 
22, 1882, are legitimated and no cohabitation before that date was 
unlawful, no criminating inference can be drawn by the jury from 
the defendant's later acknowledgments of his paternity of such chil- 
dren by the women mentioned in the indictment, nor from later 
recognition of such women as their mothers, and as women whom he 
had before said date taken into the polygamous relation with him. 

6. The law presumes innocence, and therefore that all persons who 
were cohabiting when the Edmunds Act took effect contrary to the 
provisions of that act then ceased to do so. 

8. The law presumes that all persons charged with a criminal 
offense to be innocent until the presumption is dvercome by proof; 
therefore it presumes that all persons who were living with more than 
one woman as wiveff prior to March 22, 1882, have since that date 
ceased to so live and cohabit 

9. If you find from the evidence that defendant had children by the 
women named in the indictment prior to March 22, 1882, then the de- 
fendant had a right to visit his children and support them and make 
arrangements as to their welfare. He had a right also to assist their 
mothers in their support, and for such a purpose could visit the house 
where they and their mothers live. He could furnish them a home, 
he could visit the mother, the same as if they had been divorced, or as 
if no such previous relations had existed between them, but he should 
not associate with her as a husband associates with his wife. 

Bo we say too much if we state that there are those now undergoing 

Sunishment in the penitentiary, in the society of thieves and mur- 
erers, who would be as free as the prosecuting officers themselves had 
the law been construed by the legal canons applied to other laws, and 
according to the instructions given above t 



i practioe in these attack* ujxrn ua has net been to presume 
accused innocent until proved guilty, but to view him aa undoubtedly 
guilty because accused:; and the rulinjp of the court in several in- 
stances* have been made to secure conviction where the evidence was 
open to question. The extraordinary ruling concerning M holding 
out n is one in point: notwithstanding the Edmunds law specifies that 
the penalty for unlawful cohabitation shall not be more than six 
months' imprisonment and $800 fine, the notorious ruling from the 
same bench concerning the number of indictments which can be found 
against a person accused of unlawful cohabitation, states that he not 
only can be indicted once for the whole period since the passage of 
the law, but an indictment can be found for every week of that time: 
so that, if found guilty in tnis manner, a man's punishment would 
aggregate an imprisonment of ninety-two years and fines to the 
amount of $55,200. 

Still more extraordinary is the ruling of another judge, who. not 
to be outdone in his seal, says that an indictment can be found for 
this charge against a man for every day, or other distinct interval 
of time since the enactment of the law. As about 1,292 days have 
passed since then, a man found guilty can be incarcerated in prison 
for 646 years and made to pay fines to die amount of $887,600. Com- 
ment upon this absurdity xs unnecessary. 

Before the Edmunds mil became law, and while on its passage, 
it was claimed that its provisions were of general application and 
in the interests of morality, and not, as we asserted, a measure 
directly aimed at religious liberty and for purposes of persecution. 
But time has fully revealed its true character. Stripped of all dis- 
guise it stands out now in all ite hideouaness. The most shocking 
immorality nourishes in its presence and thrives under the very eyes 
of ite administrators. AH forms of vice, if not directly encouraged 
by those who are charged with the duty of administering the 
Edmunds law, are at least viewed by them with indifference. They 
appear to have no care as to the most flagrant sexual crimes if they 
are only committed by non-Mormons,- or outside of the pale of matri- 
mony. Mormons, also, under the present administration of the law, 
may do what they please with women, be guilty of the foulest injus- 
tice to them and their offspring, if they will only disown them as 
wives. The war is openly and undisguisedly made upon our 
religion. To induce men to repudiate that, to violate its precepts 
ana to break its solemn covenants, every encouragement is given. 
The man who agrees to discard his wife or wives and to trample upon 
the most sacred obligations which human beings can enter into, 
escapes imprisonment and is applauded ; while the man who will not 
make this compact of dishonor, who will not admit that his past life 
has been a fraud and a lie, who will not say to the world. 4 I 
intended to deceive my God, my brethren, and my wives by making 
covenants I did not expect to keep," is, besides being punished to the 
full extent of the law. compelled to endure the reproaches, taunts, 
and insult* of a brutal judge. 

Notwithstanding all these cruelties are practiced against us, we do 
not feel that, aaTUtter-Day Saints, we should mourn because of 
them. Wa should mourn because of our weaknesses, follies, and sins, 
and repent of them. But to be persecuted, to be discriminated 
against, to be separated from the rest of the world, to be* imprisoned 
and abused are not causes of sorrow to true saints; they ate causes 
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of rejoicing/ j If. in the great hereafter, we exn^ admitted to 
At society of the Son of God, our Bedeemer, to the society of 
prophets end apostles, end holy men end women, ought we not to 
be willing to endure the tribulations which they received so joyfully! 
Where is Hie prophet or apostle who did not endure persecution, 
whose liberty and life were not in almost constant jeopardy! They 
did not hare an Edmunds law, perhaps, enforced against them; hot 
they had laws which emanatecT from the same source. With few 
exceptions they were ail punished, deprived of liberty and of life* 
in the sacred name of law* Even the holiest being that ever trod 
the earth, the great Redeemer of mankind himself, was crucified 
between two thieves to satisfy Jewish law. 

There has probably never been a time in the history of mankind 
when those whom we now revere as martyrs and whose sacrifices adorn 
and glorify our humanity and lift it nearer to God could not, by being 
recreant to the truth intrusted to then, have escaped the fate which 
made them so admirable to the generations which followed them. 
The Savior himself had it in his power to compromise with his 
enemies and escape the cruel and ignominious death inflicted upon 
him. Abraham might have bowed to the gods of his idolatrous 
father and needed ho angel to rescue him from his impending doom. 
Daniel and his three brethren, also, might have submitted to the 
decree and law of the ruling powers under which they lived and es- 
caped the fiery furnace and the den of lions. Their refusals to obey 
the decree and law doubtless appeared to those who had not the 
knowledge of God which they pos s e ss ed as acts of kicked obstinacy 
that should be summarily punished. But had they, to escape the 
threatened penalty, obeyed these edicts posterity would have lost 
the benefit of their example and the great God would not have been 
glorified before their contemporaries as He was by their acta In- 
stead of their names being, as now, radiant with light and resplendent 
with heroism they would, had they reached us, been covered with 
odium and been mentioned in the same category with the Jews con- 
cerning whom the prophet Jeremiah said : "They bend their tongues 
like their bow for lies; but they are not valiant for the truth upon 
the earth, toe they proceed from evil to evil, and they know not me, 
saith the Lord." 

Well-meaning friends of ours have said that our refusal to re- 
nounce the principle of celestial marriage invites destruction. They 
warn us and implore us to yield. They appeal to every human 
interest and adjure us to bow to a law which is admitted on all hands 
to have been framed expressly for the destruction of the principle 
which we are called upon to reject They say it is madness to resist 
the will of so overwnelming a majority. They say they see the 
gathering clouds, that they hear the premonitory mutterings of the 
resistless tempest which is about to break in destructive fury upon 
our heads, and they call upon us to avert its wrath by timely sub- 
mission. But they perceive not the hand of that Being who controls 
all storms, whose voice the tempest obeys, at whose fiat thrones and 
empires are thrown down— the Almighty God, Lord of heaven and 
earth, who has made promises to us audi who has never failed to fulfill 
all His words. 

We did not reveal celestial marriage. We can not withdraw or 
renounce it God revealed it, and He has promised to maintain it 



and to Mem those who obey it Whatever fate, then, may threaten 
&•» there i* but one course lor men of God to take, that is, to keep 
inviolate the holy covenants they have made in the presence of God 
and angels. For the remainder, whether it be life or death, freedom 
or imprisonment, prosperity or adversity, we must trust in God. We 
may say. however, if any man or woman expects to enter into the 
celestial kingdom of our God without making sacrifices and without 
being tested to the very utmost, they have not understood the gospel. 
If there is a weak spot in our nature, or if there is a fiber that can 
be made to quiver or to shrink, we may rest assured that it will be 
tested. Our own weaknesses will be brought fully to light, and in 
seeking for help the strength of our God will also be made manifest 
to us. The Latter-Day Saints have been taught this from the begin- 
ning* Such scenes as we now witness in these mountains and near 
about in lands where the elders are preaching the gospel ought not 
to be a surprise to us. The prophets and apostles and elders of this 
dispensation would be false prophets and apostles and elders if these 
events did not take place; for they have predicted them and warned 
the people unceasingly concerning them. 

Speaking concerning law, the Lord, in a revelation given through 
the Prophet Joseph, August 6, 1888, says : 

44 4. And now, verily I say unto you concerning the laws of the 
land, it is my will that my people should observe to do all things 
whatsoever I command them: 

" 5. And that law of the land which is constitutional, supporting 
that principle of freedom in maintaining rights and privileges, be- 
longs to all mankind, and is justifiable befoia me; 

•Ml. Therefore, I ; the Lord, justify you, and your brethren of my 
church, in befriending that law which is the constitutional law of the 
land; 

"7* And as pertaining to law of man, whatsoever is more or less 
than these cometh of evuT 

" 8. L the Lord God, make you free, therefore ye are free indeed; 
and the law also maketh you free. 

" 9. Nevertheless, when the wicked rule the people mourn. 

M 10. Wherefore, honest men and wise men should be sought for 
diligently, and good men and wise men ye should observe to uphold; 
otherwise whatsoever is less than these cometh of eviL 

" 11. And I give unto you a commandment, that ye shall forsake 
all evil and cleave unto all good; that ye shall live by every word 
which proceedeth forth out or the mouth of God ; 

" 12. For He will give unto the faithful line upon line, precept upon 
precept, and I will try you ami prove you herewith ; 

"13. And whoso layeth down his life in my cause, for my name's 
sake, shall find it again, even life eternal : 

" 14. Therefore be not afraid of your enemies, for I have decreed 
in my heart, saith the Lord, that I will prove you in all things, 
whether you will abide irnny covenant even unto death, that you may 
be found worthy; 

" 15. For if ye will not abide in my covenant, ye are not worthy 
of me." 

Fifty-two years have passed since this was given to the church, 
and we are now witnessing its fulfillment The saints are required 
to do whatsoever the Lord commands them, to live by every word 
which proceedeth forth out of the mouth of God. They are also 
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instructed to befriend every constitutional law of the land ? for each 
fair* support the principle of freedom— they maintain rights and 
privileges. This, as a people, we have striven to do from the begin* 
ning or our organization. We hare ever been a law-abiding people* 
Times without number we have suffered the most grievous wrongs 
without resenting them. We have ever thought it better to suffer 
wrong than to do wrong. 

Such was the case when we suffered expatriation from the State 
of Missouri. We were robbed and pillaged, despoiled and persecuted, 
yet we had no idea of retaliating, on account of these wrongs, upon 
the Government and its institutions, which to us are sacred. The 
same loyal spirit animated us when we were beset by bloodthirsty 
mobs in Illinois, one of which murdered Joseph Smith, our prophet, 
aptd Hyruni Smith, the patriarch, while they were under the pledged 
protection of the State, given through the governor. On the same 
occasion one of the signers of this address was also brought to the 
gate of death by being shot by the same band of assassins. When 
driven from the homes we had established in Illinois^ we had ho dis- 
position to hold the nation at large nor the Government of our be- 
loved country responsible for those inhuman deeds, nor to allow the 
spirit of vengeance to rankle in our hearts. We took the first oppor- 
tunity to exhibit the spirit of true patriotism. While undergoing 
great hardship on account of being subjected to a compulsory exodus, 
when called upon by the Government to furnish a body of men to 
take part in the war with Mexico 500 of the flower of our camp 
responded with alacrity and. in accordance with the call of our 
country, traversed the great American desert, penetrated to Mexico, 
and completed an arduous and hazardous campaign, and journeyed 
to California. 

You have no doubt read, through the papers, an account of the 
terrible affair which recently occurred at Rock Springs, in Wyoming 
Territory. We could not help feeling a little anxiety lest some of 
our people should have been connected with that bloody riot, and 
immediately requested Brother Cluff, president of Summit stake, to 
inquire into the matter. So far as we have obtained information to 
the present^ however, we find that not more than one has been in 
any way mixed up with that matter, and he a person of doubtful 
standing. We are pleased to learn ei this, because we can not asso- 
ciate with any deecVso revolting and inhuman, and we take this 
opportunity to express our opinion on this subject t» the saints. A 
great number of secret societies are formed with which we can not 
affiliate. Such organizations are generally inimical to law, to good 
order, and in many instances subversive of the rights of man. We 
can not amalgamate with them. They are very distinctly spoken 
against in theliook of Mormon as among the calamities which should 
afflict the people. , , • 

We are expressly commanded, and it becomes our duty, to uphold 
and sustain every law of the land which is constitutional. We have 
always had a strong desire to obey such laws and to place ourselves 
in harmony with aff the institutions of the country, . 

We repeat that we desire that $U m^ aware of the fact 

that we nave been the upholders of the Constitution and laws enacted 
in pursuance of that sacred instrument 

We still entertain the same patriotic disposition and propose to 
continue acting in conformity with it to the last Neither have we 

a Doc 48*, $9-1, vol 2— 30 



•ay desire to come in active conflict even with statutes that we deem 
opposed to the Constitution both in letter and spirit Whatever 
opposition has been offered in that line has been only of such a char* 
acfwr as is justified by the usages and customs of this and all other 
civilized countries and such as the laws and institutions of this 
nation provide. Nor have we the least desire to shun the conse- 
quences of our acts in their relationship to the laws to which we refer, 
providing there were any assurance that our cases would be submitted 
to t> fair and just adjudication. Events of the past few months 
give no ground for hope that such treatment would be accorded. It 
must be contended, however, that, as stated elsewhere, connected with 
this disposition to have our conduct passed upon, as provided by law 
administered in the genius of justice, there never can be any hope of 
our yielding up, under any circumstances, a principle of conscientious 
or religious conviction. Were we to make such a surrender our con- 
duct in that respect would not be in harmony with the guaranties of 
the Constitution, which we are in duty bound to uphold. 

In order to place our people at a disadvantage and to crush out 
their religious system, the Constitution has been violated in a number 
of ways. It does not require any depth of legal learning to under- 
stand what is meant by a religious test, which is forbidden by the 
"supreme law of the land." Yet laws have been passed applicable 
to a wide section of this Noi^Western country, disfranchising and 
inflicting total political disability upon our people without regard 
to their acts. The offense for which this restriction has been pre- 
scribed is simply religious belief and the means of application is 
a religious test It is consequently unconstitutional upon its face. 
This and othetf laws— notably the Edmunds Act— inflict disabili- 
ties upon those of our people who are not in any way associated, 
by their acts, with polygamy. Thus probably about nine-tenths 
of our community are punished for alleged offenses for which they 
are in na way responsible and in which they have taken no part 
Surely no person who is unbiased, that gives this subject even the 
most casual attention, can characterize such treatment as other 
than flagrantly unjust . 

It has been estimated that out of a community of about 200,000 
people, more or less, from 10.000 to 12,000 are identified with polyg- 
amy. When the Edmunds Act was passed this small minority who 
were deprived by it of the right to vote or hold office, voluntarily, 
without the application of coercion, withdrew from those privi- 
leges* notwithstanding the high estimate they placed upon them. 
It may well be asked wherein is the justice of placing the bulk of 
the people at a disadvantage as well, seeing they have done nothing 
J*> furnish an excuse for such treatment Granting that the small 
minority connected with polygamy are criminals before the law, 
what justification is there on that account for punishing, as the 
Edmunds and other acts do, the overwhelming majority! If such 
doings were perpetrated in any other connection, they would be 
unsparingly denounced as oppressive and tyrannical in the most 
extreme degree. If one portion of a community are designated as 
criminal, to hold the other and much the greater portion responsi- 
ble for such condition is not only unjust, but decidedly absurd. 

Statements upon this subject nave been made to the Chief Execu- 
tive of the nation in the torn of a protest and petition for redress of 
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grievances Knowing that misrepresentations have taken the place 
of impartial scrutiny of the question with which the Latter-Day 
Saints are associated, the consequences being a general misapprehen- 
sion of the community and their affairs, we presumed that Mr. Cleve- 
land was not acquainted with the real situation. An opportunity 
was thus sought to acquaint him with the facta The very reason- 
able desire was expressed in this connection that a commission of 
inquiry be appointed that the truth might appear and be given to the 
nation. Was it too much to expect that this action, supported by a 
representation of 200,000 people, would meet with some favorable 
response, which thus far has not, however, been made ? Yet it would 
be unfair to attribute the delay of the President either to indifference 
or a disposition to refuse to accord justice to a people whose liberties 
are being trampled upon to an extent that is almost past human 
endurance. It is still hoped that he will take some consistent and 
humane action in the premises. In alluding to the delay in granting 
a response to the representations made to the President, we must not 
forget the extensive and arduous character of the duties devolving 
upon him as* the head of the administration of a great Government. 
We mention this that you may not be disposed to be too censorious 
in regard to the actions of men in high places who have the power to 
redress our grievances. • And even when we feel that we are wronged 
it is proper for us to follow the example of our Lord and Master, and 
say: " Father, forgive them; they know not what they do." 

Kef erring once more to the situation in a more local sense,; we are 
not oblivious to the anomalous position in which the Federal judicial 
officers are placed in dealing with a subject which appears to occupy 
a large share of popular attention. While it is impossible for them 
to escape pronounced exceptions being taken to their official course 
on account of its harshness, undue rigor, and unjust discrimination in 
administering the laws, they are entitled to some consideration, justi- 
fied by well-understood circumstances. The Latter-Day Saints are 
the objects of popular obloquy. Their institutions appear to be 
greatly disliked. The officers are doubtless influenced by the general 
clamor for the application of heroic treatment to the saints. They 
themselves have doubtless been influenced to some degree by personal 
prejudices, and their official conduct, by these conditions, is thrown 
out of balance. While their course can not be sustained in the light 
of fair play, some allowance should be made on account of the liabil- 
ity of the human mind to be warped by influences in conflict with the 
principles which should universally obtain in courts of law and pre- 
sumed: justice. Neither would it be justifiable on the part of the 
saints to entertain toward them, on account of their departures from 
their proper line of duty, any rancorous or vengeful feeling. A 
spirit of that character is not m unity with the genius of the gospel 
of peace. All men are in the hands of a just God, whose mighty, 
penetrating power is capable of analyzing all the motives which 
prompt human action, and He can and will deal with us and them 
and all men according to the principles of eternal justice. 

Upward of forty years ago the Lord revealed to His church the 
principles of celestial marriage. ,The idea of marrying more wives 
than one was as naturally abhorrent to the leading men and women 
of the church at that day as it could be to any people. They shrank 
with dread from the bare thought of entering into such relationships. 



But the command of God was before them in language which no faith- 
ful m$l dare disobey. 

* For, behold, I reveal unto you a new and an everlasting covenant ; 
and if ye abide not that covenant, then are ye damned ; for no one can 
reject this covenant and be permitted to enter into my glory. * * * 
And as pertaining to the new and everlasting covenant, it was insti- 
tuted for the fullness of my glory, and he that receiveth a fullness 
thereof must and shall abide the law or he shall be damned, saith the 
Lord God." 

Damnation was the awful penalty affixed to a refusal to obey this 
law. It became an acknowledged doctrine of the church ; it was 
indissolubly interwoven in the minds of its members with their hopes 
of eternal salvation and exaltation in the presence of God. For nearly 
twenty years this continued to be our faith and practice. Then a law 
was enacted against it Another twenty years elapsed and the Ed- 
munds law was passed. Nearly forty years had thus elapsed from 
the first revelation of this doctrine, during which- period thousands 
had lived and died firmly believing and solemnly testifying that it 
was divine. At great sacrifice they had obeved it, and based their 
hopes of eternal felicity upon the promises which the revelation con- 
tained. They never dreamed that they had not a constitutional right 
to obey God, especially when in obeying Him they did not interfere 
with nor encroach upon the rights of any human being, either man or 
woman. It never entered into their minds to suppose for a moment 
that man had a right, after God had given a law to His church for. its 
salvation and exaltation, to enact a counter law forbidding, under 
severe penalties, man's obedience to God's law. 

Who could suppose that any man in this land of religious liberty 
would presume to say to his fellow-man that he had no right to take 
such steps as he thought necessary to escape damnation? Or that 
Congress would enact a law which would present the alternative to 
religious believers of being consigned to a penitentiary if they should 
attempt to obey a law of God which would deliver them from damna- 
tion? Or that, under a plea of maintaining a certain form of civili- 
sation, God's authority to direct his people how to escape from the 
abominable corruptions and evils which are eating out the vitals of 
man's much vaunted civilization should be disputed and utterly re- 
acted t What is this " Mormon " problem, so-called, and why should 
it disturb the people? It is an unpopular religion. But so was that 
of the ancient prophets. Jesus tola the Jews that they garnished 
the tombs of the dead prophets, but killed the living ones. They 
crucified Jesus, and were almost as unanimous in their cry to crucify 
Him as the people and rulers of the United States are to-day to de-. 
stroy the "Mormons.* They killed all of his apostles except one, 
and he was banished to work as a slave on the isle of Patmos. It is 
said they cast him into a caldron of boiling oil, but he was not killed ; 
and if the Scriptures are true he still lives, for he was to tarry till 
the coming of the Savior. 

We receive as the word of God, and so do millions of the human 
family.the writings and testimony of the prophets who were killed. It 
is published by the millions of copies and sent to the various nations of 
the earth by the very people who would now seek to destroy us. 
Jesus, who was crucified between two thieves, is now worshiped by 
millions in Christendom as the Son of God, the Eedeemer of the 
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world. The twelve apostles, his deciples ? who suffered such igno- 
minious contumely ana death are now designated by the millions of 
Christendom as "The Apostles of the Lamb of God" and churches 
and cathedrals are called after them, as St Peter, St John, St Mark, 
St Luke, etc* It was then the "Christian problem;" it is now " the 
Mormonjroblem "—the same •problem though called by a different 
name. Was Jesus the enemy of the people in His day? Only as He 
told jhem the truth. " What evil hath he done?" asked Pilate* the 
Gentile judge. " No matter what evil or what good," vociferated the. 
Jews. " Crucify him I Cradfv- him ! 99 " What evil have the Mor- 
mons done?" is asked; and the cry comes, back, "No matter, no 
matter; let them be destroyed*" * 

By the circulation of endless slanders and falsehoods concerning 
us and our marriages, wrath and indignation have been aroused 
against us in our nation. The ignorance of the people concerning us 
and our doctrines and system have been taken advantage of. Con- 
stant attempts have been and still are being made to induce the 
world to believe that our motive in espousing patriarchal marriage 
has been the gratification of gross sensuality— tnat our belief in and 
practice of the doctrine had its origin in licentiousness, and that the 
sanction of religion is merely invoked to furnish greater license for 
the indulgence of base passions and devouring lust. This, as you 
know, is the exact antipodes of the truth. But the world generally 
do not know it Those of them who know how utterly false are these 
charges are either so cowed down by; a fierce public opinion that they 
dare not speak, or if they have the courage to speak are almost 
unheard amid the noisy clamor against us. Thousands upon thou- 
sands of honest people in this and other nations, whose voices, did 
they know the truth, would be raised in our favor, are deceived by 
these lies and arrayed against us. This persecution, if it serve no 
other purpose, will do good in this direction. It brings home to the 
hearts of the people, as no protestations or arguments of ours ever 
could do, that there is something more in this doctrine and practice 
than they have been led to believe. Reflecting people will see that 
there must be a great principle involved in this, or men and women 
would not be willing to suffer fines, bonds, and imprisonment as 
they do. 

Is there any necessity for lustful men and women in this age and 
nation to suffer martyrdom to gratify their passions? Who ever 
heard of a people preferring imprisonment and all manner of cruel 
treatment for the indulgence of appetites which they could gratify 
to the fullest extent in popular ways, especially when the judges upon 
the bench, the prosecuting attorneys at the bar, the juries who bring 
in verdicts, point out the way in which marriage obligations can be 
discarded and sensuality be gratified without risk or without punish- 
ment! The press and sectarian pulpits also echo the advice. The 
universal voice is: " Put away your wives, cease to support them and 
their children; be as we are^ ^tid you need not be put under bonds, 
be fined, ; 'or'be ihcarcei^ted'ihpi^n^.r . . •;. < -;-.. 

Foul desire opens wide her arms and invites all to her lecherous 
embrace by easier paths than honorable marriage and the begetting 
of numerous children to be carefully trained and educated and made 
respectable and useful citizens. 

Will the world see this ? Every man who goes to prison for his 



religion, every woman -who, for love of truth and the husband to 
whom she is bound for time and eternity, submits to bonds and 
imprisonment, bears a powerful testimony to the world concerning 
the falsity of the views they entertain respecting us and our religion. 
If such noble and heroic sacrifices as men and women are now called 
upon to make for their religion by- Federal courts do not teach the 
world the truth concerning us, then woe to the world, f or nothing but 
the wrath of Almighty God will reach it. 

We join with all saints in invoking blessings upon the noble men 
and women who have exhibited their integrity to God and His cause, 
and their devotion to principle by submitting to bonds and imprison- 
ment rather than deny their faith or break their covenants. Li any- 
thing were needed to show to the world that our marriages can not 
be reduced to the level of the vile practices to which our defamers 
would drag them down, their heroic conduct has furnished it Thank 
God that so far in this persecution at least as large a proportion 
have stood the test without flinching or cowering as Jesus in His 
parable of the ten virgins intimated would be ready to meet the 
bridegroom at his coming. Their names will be held in everlasting 
honor in time and eternity, not only as martyrs for religious truth, 
but as patriots who suffered in defense of the principle of religious 
liberty. 

Truths such as God has revealed in these days are not established 
without suffering and sacrifice on the part of those who espouse and 
advocate them. It was for these truths that we were driven time 
and again from our homes, and were finally compelled to seek refuge 
in this mountain country, then known as the "American desert" And 
now. again, we are menaced with ruin; and for what! Whom have 
we injured? Upon whose rights have we trespassed? It can be 
truthfully said we have not injured or trespassed upon any. Have 
we not, under the blessing of the Lord, changed these barren valleys 
into fruitful fields and gardens? Have we not established and main- 
tained good and cheap government in every place which we have set- 
tled? Has not every man who came into our borders and behaved 
Himself been safe in his property, person, and religion? Have not 
peace and good order been the fruits of our presence? To all these 
we can answer in the affirmative. Have we endeavored to force our 
doctrines or practices upon anyone? Have we in any manner threat- 
ened the peace of our neighbors or of the nation? We certainly 
have not 

Respecting the doctrine of celestial marriage, we could not, how- 
ever much we might be disposed to do so, teach it to or enforce it upon 
others not of our faith without violating a command of GocV. We do 
not stand in the attitude of propagandists of polygamy. We never 
have believed or taught that the doctrine of celestial marriage was 
designed for universal practice. The I^ord*has made this clear, and 
recent events among us have also made it clear. " Strait is the gate," 
says Jesus, " and narrow the way that leadeth unto the exaltation 
and continuation of the lives, and few there be that find it" 

There appears to be a fallacious idea abroad regarding this doc- 
trine. It has been asserted that there was a design topropagate it 
outside of our community, and thus introduce into the united States 
an element opposed to the Christian views of this and other nations. 
On the contrary , our elders have been instructed not to introduce the 



practice of that principle anywhere outside of the gathering place of 
the saints; and they do not preach it abroad to any extent even in 
theory, except on occasions when it is called for or when they are 
assailed on account of it; . At such times the; wpond by defending 
it as a doctrine of the Bible and not inconsistent with the laws of 
nature. It should also be understood that the practice is not gen- 
erally admissible even among the Latter-Day Saints. It is strictly 
guarded, the intention being to allow only those who are above re- 
proach to enter into the relationship. The practice of the doctrine is 
not for extension beyond ^ ^ church and is even limited within its 
pale. The idea, therefore, that plural marriage is a menace to the 
general monogamous system is without foundation* This fallacy is 
further exhibited by the fact of the popular antipathy with which it 
is regarded, people outside of our church exhibiting a disposition the 
reverse of ravorable to its establishment in other communities, mak- 
ing the extension of its practice abroad impossible. Furthermore, 
being strict believers in free will, you Latter-Day Saints know that no 
man or woman has ever been coerced into obligations of that kind, 
much less would we desire to enforce it upon any other class of people. 

But in all these events which are now taking jplace we recognize 
and acknowledge the hand of God. There is a wise purpose in it all 
which He will yet more fully make plain to us. One thing is clear, 
the saints are being tried in a manner never before known among us. 
The faithful rejoice and are steadfast; the unfaithful fear and trem- 
ble. Those who have oil in their lamps and have kept them trimmed 
and burning now have a light for their feet, and they do not stumble 
or fall ; those who have neither light nor oil are in perplexity and 
doubt ; they know not what to do. Is r*ot this the fulfillment of the 
word of God and the teachings of His servants? Have not the 
Latter-Day Saints been taught all the day long that if they would 
remain faithful and endure to the end they must live their religion, 
by keeping every commandment of God? Have they not been contin- 
ually warned of the fate which awaited them if they committed sin? 
Can adulterers, fornicators, liars* thieves, drunkards, Sabbath break- 
ers, blasphemers, or sinners of any kind endure the trials which saints 
must pass through and expect to stand ? If there are any who enter- 
tain such a hope they deceive themselves. Upon these sins God has 
pronounced judgment. No man or woman who is guilty of any of 
these transgressions of God's law can stand and retain His spirit. 
They must repent of them and put them far from them or they will 
be left in darkness, and misery will be their doom. The Lord will 
not be mocked. He will not bear with hypocrites; but they will be 
spewed out. 

If all who call themselves Latter^Pay Saints were true and faithful 
to their God, to His holy covenants and laws, and were living as saints 
should, persecution would roll off from 11s without disturbing us in 
the least. But it is painful to know that this is not their condition. 
There are secret abominations practiced by those who are called 
saints, which the trials we are now passing through will reveal in a 
manner terrible to them. Open sins are also winked at and condoned 
by presidents, bishops, teachers, and parents in a manner offensive to 
God and grievous to man. Prdpeir care and vigilance are not exer- 
cised to keep wards and stakes cleansed from iniquity and to have 
transgressors dealt with. The innocent are thus made to suffer with 



the guilty; for the Tx>rd hw commanded thtt the inhiibi^juit* of Ztoti 
most pnrg« themselves from iniquity, folly, covetouaness. and vanity, 
and liken to and obey Hia laws, or they can not have His protection. 
Ha hit also aaid thai if Hi* peopla wiQ obey Hie laws and keep His 
c<wnmandm*ttta, to do them, not m name only, bttt in reality, Hi will 
bi their shield and protector and strong power, and no man will be 
abb to hurt them, for He will be their defense. These trials of our 
faith and constancy which we jure now passing through will be ovcr- 
rnled lor our good and futture prosperity. In days to come we shall 
be able to look back and perceive with clearness how visibly God's 
providence is in all that we now witness. Let us do all in our power 
to so live before the Lord that if we are persecuted it shall not be for 
wrongdoing, but for righteousness. 

At the present time we may very pertinently inquire : Why are the 
people of these mountains treated as we now are? Where in this 
Droad land is the virtue of women so amply guarded or so jealously 
protected as here? No cry of hungry, naked, or outraged humanity 
has ever ascended to heaven from our borders against the men whom 
the courts are now so busy in sending to prison and treating as crimi- 
nals. There was a time in these mountains when adultery, fornica- 
tion, whoredom, and illegitimacy were almost unknown. A woman 
was as safe from insult in traversing over our streets and highways 
aa if she were under her husband 'a or father's roof. Marriage was 
encouraged; vice was repressed. Women were free to form connec- 
tiotw with the opposite sex to suit themselves, so loiig as those con- 
nectiona were sanctified (^>fiikrri(i^ But what a change we now 
behold f A tidb of evil surges around us. It threatens to overwhelm 
as and to rcduco ua to ruin. The n^^ opened upon 

tta, and not content with the rush of this filthy stream in our cities" 
and settlements, those who hate us would do more. They would 
invade our dweuings: they would destroy our families; they would 
loosen every bond which has held society together ; they would array 
wife against husband, child against parent, friend against friend; 
they would make every man, woman, and child a spy, an informer, 
ana a betrayer ; they would sap the foundation of faith, confidence, 
and honor, and make every one d I 

Satan, never wrought greater ruin in Eden than these enemies of 
ours would work in our midst if we would listen to their blandish- 
ments Or be frightened by their threats. And is all this havoc to be 
wrought because of our wickedness! No; ten thousand times, no. 
Let those who are so loud in denouncing us, so active in persecuting 
os, look around them. Are there no people but the Mormons to 
regenerate and purge from sin ? Read the daily record: of black 
crime which fills the journals of the land. If the correction of evil, 
the improvement of morals, the uprooting of vice, the repression of 
violence and crime were the objects which animate those who seek to 
destroy society in these mountains, then we could say in the language 
of the Savior : u Thou thyself beholdest not the beam that is in thine 
own eye. Thou hypocrite, first cast out the beam out of thine own 
eye; and then ahalt thou see clearly to cast out the mote out of thy 

hrottoart ©y*" < 

We spettk to you, a people who have traveled and mingled much in 
society all oyer the world. You ar# not ignorant of the world, its 
ways, or its corruptions. You know, therefore, how great is the beam 
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that is in the eyes of the** who reprove us for the mote (hey imagine 
they perceive in our eye. We know that from the household of every 
faithful latter- Day Saint daily and fervent thanksgiving ascends to 
the God Of heaven for having shown them how to escape from the 
frightful evils under which society groans in so-called civilised lands. 
Nevertheless, we will not indulge in recrimination, We sincerely 
mourn over the existence 6f the dreadful sins which are permitted to 
flourish and to spread with unblushing front through the land. As a 
people we have lifted our voices in warning against the sins and 
against those who practice them. We shall continue to do so. If in 
return for all this we are treated with violence and reproach, it is no 
more than our Lord and Master was before us. We may rest assured 
that the predictions concerning the calamities and judgments which 
are about to fall upon the wicked, the unbelieving, and the unrepent- 
ant will all be fulfilled,' as will every word and promise which the 
Lord has spoken to us. But while we warn others let us not forget 
ourselves or our families. Let us look well to our own lives and the 
conduct arid lives of those who belong to our.households. If we keep 
ourselves unspotted from sin, rest assured the Lord will never forget 
or forsake us. 

Upon presidents of stakes, bishops, and other leading officers great 
resporisibility rests. They are placed as shepherds over the flock of 
Christ. If through any neglect of theirs the flock is injured or de- 
stroyed, the blboaof those soute will be found upon their garments. 
The Melchisedec and Aaronic priesthoods confer great power and 
authority upon man. They lift man nearer to God and make him 
His representative. But woe to the men who use their priesthood for 
base purposes and fail to use it for God's glory and the salvation of 
His children. Far better for them if they had never received it. 

We have been commanded of the Lord to set our households in 
order. Apostles, presidents of stakes, and bishops, have you done 
this with your own households! Have you also seen that the saints 
have done' the same? Have you impressed upon the people under 
your charge the absolute necessity of purity ir they desire the bless- 
ing and protection of the Most High? Wolves never watched with 
greater cunning and more ravenous hunger a flock of sheep and lambs 
than the people of your wards and stakes are now being watched by 
those who are ready to devour them. Are you awake to this danger, 
and do you take every precaution against it I 

Parents, are you full of fidelity yourselves to every principle of 
godliness, and do you surround your sons and daughters with every 
safeguard to shield them from the arts of the vile! Do you teach 
them that chastity in both man and woman should be more highly es- 
teemed than life itself I Or do you leave them in their ignorance and 
inexperience to mix with any society they may choose, at any hour 
that may be convenient to them, and to be exposed to the wiles of the 
seducer *and the corrupt! These are questions you will all have to 
answer either to your shame and condemnation or to your joy and 
eternal happiness. Know this— that God, in giving us the precious 
blessings we possess, demands from us a suitable return. By receiv- 
ing them we are placed under obligations. * If these are not dis- 
charged, condemnation inevitably follows. t : 4 

We hear favorable accounts of the action of primary associations, 
Sunday schools, young men's and young women's mutual improve- 
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ment associations, and relief societies. {Them organizations have un- 
limited opportunities of doing good. II those who have them in 
charge are faithful in attending ~to their duties, great will be their 
reward. If we desire the prosperity of Zidn we will carefully guard 
and train our young. They cqme to us pure from the Lord. By 
proper training we can make them mighty instruments for good, 
but, superintendents and teachers of primary associations and Sun- 
day schools, and presidents of young men and young women's asso- 
ciations and relief societies, remember this— that God will never bless 
an unvirtuous people, and while a flood tide of corruption, destructive 
of all true morality and virtue, is sweeping over the land we must 
erect barriers to stop its contaminating influence. You have the 
young in your charge. Teach and impress upon them by every means 
in your power how dreadful a sin is unchastity* They are taught to 
shrink in horror from murder, but they should be taught to shrink 
with abhorrence from the next great sin to shedding blood, and that is 
unchastity. 

From tie elders who are abroad in our own and in other lands we 
hear generally favorable reports. They have much to contend with. 
The world is waxing worse and worse. Iniquity abounds. Men's 
hearts are hardened against the truth and the nations are fast being 
prepared for the judgments which the Lord has said He will pour 
out in the last days. The elders are required to carry the message 
which God has sent to mankind to every nation and to warn them, 
not in anger or in scorn, but in meekness and humility, that thev may 
flee from the wrath to come. To them we say: Be pure in all your 
thoughts, words, and acts. Keep yourselves unspotted from every 
evil. Avoid all vulgarity of act and expression. Put away all 
your light speeches, and be sober men of (Jod, filled with the Holy 
Ghost and the power of your priesthood. 

To the twelve apostles ana their counselors we say: Kemember 
the weight of your high calling in Christ Jesus. You are called to 
be His special witnesses in all the world, to bear testimony that He 
lives aha reigns on high, to see that the Gospel is preached to all 
the inhabitants of the earth and that the earth is prepared by suit- 
able warning for the coming of the Son of Man. How great and 
all-important is your calling. It may be said that the souls of a 
world are intrusted to you. Througn your labors and testimony, 
either in person or through other chosen messengers whose labors 
you direct, the inhabitants of the earth will be judged. Is there any 
law of God, then, which you should neglect? Is there any degree of 
purity which you should not reach f Is there any sacrifice which you 
should not be willing to make! Can men with such a calling as 
yours be other than holy and yet please our God? Who among you 
can neglect the duties or your nigh calling to devote time and care to 
the world and its pursuits? We say to you in all truth and solem- 
nity that no one of you can do this without displeasing your God 
ana endangering your salvation. 

To the saints we say that President Woodruff, at our last accounts, 
was in good health. and spirits, notwithstanding his advanced age, 
and as full of zeal and faith as ever. 

President Joseph P. Smith, our fellow laborer in the first presi- 
dency, though not wM--x»'k' : a^'velv-ei^loved'w^ ministry and 
rejoicing greatly in the work of God. He is as ardent, as devoted, 
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and as pe^Tering w ever* Were he here his name without doubt 
would appear with ours to this epistle. 

^ft&ding all that ^m^^^mi^mw hearts 
are filled with joy and peace. We can truly say, "Hosanna to God 
m the highest." We know that Zion will not be overthrown or be 
made desolate. Every promise made concerning Zion by the Al- 
mighty God will be fulfilled. The only thing which ever disturbs our 
serenity is the report of wrongdoing by those who are called Latter- 
Day Saints. 

Praying: that God will bless and preserve you and lead you in 
tile path , of righteousness, and that you may all operate together any 
accomplishment of the purposes of God and the purification of His 
church and the establishment of His kingdom, we remain, with much 
love. 

Your friends and fellow laborers in the new and everlasting 
.covenant, ' 

Johh Tatloh, 

: :; : :'v'QTOWmB Q. CaNNOK, 

Of the First Presidency of the Church of 

jesu* Chrwt of Latter-Day oainfa 

Salt Lake City, October 6 f 1886, 

[Improvement Bra, orgaii of Ifou^ Heti's Mutual Improvement Associations. 
Volume 1. Published by the general board, Joa F. Smith, B. H. Roberts, 
editors. Heber J. Grant, business manager. Thomas Hull, assistant, " Com- 
ment on Dr. Reiner's letter." By IjUder B. H. Boberte. Page 478,] 

" Relative to the servants of God in ancient times being justified in 
having; a plurality of wives, he was informed that it was^be^tise they* 
had received them by commandment from God, and in nothing had they 
sinned except wherein they had acted outside the commandments of 
the Lord. 'God commanded Abraham/ says the revelation, 'and 
Sarah gave Hagar to Abraham to wife. And why did she do it? 
Because this was the law. and from Hagar sprang many people. 
This, therefore, was fulfilling, among other things, the promises. 
Was Abraham, therefore, under condemnation? Verily I say unto 
you, nay ; for I the Lord commanded it * * * David also re- 
ceived many wives and concubines, as also Solomon and Moses, my 
servants, as also many others of my servants, from the beginning of 
the creation until this time, and in nothing did they sin, save those 
things which they received not of me.' Subsequently Joseph 
Smita received a commandment from the Lord to introduce that order 
of marriage into the church, and on the strength of that revelation, 
and not by reason of anything that is written in the old Jewish Scrip- 
tures, the Latter-Day Saints practiced plural marriage." 

[From the some document and the same article, page 475.] 

" If a plurality of wives— I mean, of course, as practiced by Abra- 
ham, Jacob, and the prophets—is a sin at all, it must be adultery; it 
can be classed as no other. Paul says : 

"'Now, the works of the flesh are manifest, which are these: 
Adultery, forni<»tion, uncleanness, * * * and such like, of the 
which I will tell you before, as I have also told vou in times oast, that 
they which do such things shall not inherit the kingdom of God.' 



"The adulterer, then, can not inherit the kingdom of God; but 
we find tho following coming from the lips of Jesus concerning 
Abraham, Jacob, and the prophets: * There shall be. weeping and 
gnashing of teeth when ye snail see Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, and 
all the prophets in the kingdom of God, and yon yourselves thrust 
out* Again: 'An$ I say unto you that many shall come from the 
east and the west and shall sit down with Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob 
in the kingdom of heaven.' We are driven to the conclusion by this 
testimony that polygamy is not adultery, for were it so considered, 
then Abraham, Jacob, and the prophets who practiced it would not 
be allowed an inheritance in the kingdom of heaven; and if polyg- 
amy is not adultery, than it can not be classed as a sin at all*" 

{From the same document and the-eame article, page 47a] 

* u We learn from the description given of the New Jerusalem that 
there will be twelve gates in the wall surrounding the holy city, and 
on these gates will be written the names of the twelve sons of Jacob, 
born of his four wives. We have already quoted the words of 
Jesus, showing that polygamous ^ Abraham, Jacob, and the prophets 
will be in the kingdom of God, and will doubtless have their 
abode in this New Jerusalem, so that it appears that if our mod- 
em friends, who so bitterly oppose the practice of the sainte in 
having a plurality of wives, ever go to heaven, gain an admit- 
tance into the 4 heavenly city/ it will be by passing through a 
gate upon which is written the name of a pclvgamous child, only 
to be ushered into the presence of such notorious polygamic as 
Abraham, Jacob, and many of the old prophets. It appears to 
the writer that modem Christians must either learn to tolerate 
polygamy or give up forever the glorious hope of resting in * Abra- 
ham's bosom hope which has ever given a silvery lining to the 
clouds which hang about the deathbed of the dying Christian. But 
the indignant unbeliever in the rightfulness of a plurality of wives, 
rather than associate with polygamists, may prefer to pluck off his 
crown, lay aside the golden harp of many strings, give up the 
pleasure of walking the gold-paved streets of the holy city, whose 
r builder and maker is God,* and take up his abode outside, where the 
whoremonger, the Mar, and hypocrite dwell, and where there is 
weeping and gnashing of teeth. Surely he must do this or make up 
his mind to honor those who have believed m and practiced plurality 
of wivcs-Hmore properly, celestial marriage. ,, 

[From tbe same document and the same article, page 480.] 

"The following is a summary of reasons we have for believing 
that God approved of a plurality of wives as practiced by the ancient 

Satriarchs and many of the leaders and prophets of Israel, and that 
i this sense polygamy is justifiable 4 from atibhcal standpoint : ' 
» First— When a polygamous wife deserted the family of which 
she was a member, the Lord sent an angel to bid her return to that 
family and promised to make her seed n great nation. 

« Second.— The Lord heard and answered the prayers of polyga- 
mous wives, blessing their marriage by ranting them children; 
and, in the case of Bachel, the second wife of Jacob, performing 
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what men call a * miracle ^making the barren fruitful— in attesta- 
tion 1 of His approval of her polygamous marriage with Jacob. 

"'Third.— ^ The men who practiced plural marriage by no means 
forfaited the peculiar blessings promised to them before they were 
polygamigtaj on ti*e contrary, the promises were renewed to them 
ana greater blessings added, God continuing to be their friend and 
revealing Himself and His purposes to them. 

w Fourth.— Ood himself gave unto David a plurality of wives, 
thus becoming a party to the evil, if polygamy be sinful. 

"Fifth.— God owned and blessed the issue of polygamous mar- 
riages, making a marked contrast between them and illegitimate 
children. 

" Sixth.— So far as the earthly parentage of Jesus is concerned he 
came of a polygamous lineage, which certainly would not have oc- 
curred had polygamy been unlawful and the issue spurious. 

w Seventh, — The Lord gave unto ancient Israel a number of laws 
under which polygamy was not only permitted, but in some instances 
made oWigaloryv 

^Tfce l(^ bi the cases^ here cited does hot depend upon technical 
translations of particular passages of Scripture, they sweep through 
the whole history of Israel anoTiute interwoven in the legislation of 
the Hebrew race** And while all this may not justify men now-— 
without further commandment from God— in marrying a plurality 
of wives, what is here set forth does establish the fact that God did 
approve of a plurality of wives as practiced by His ancient servants, 
and presents an array of testimony so strong that not even the 
authoritative voice of Rome can strike down its force, nor the odium 
that may attach to some of the coarse utterances of Martin Luther 
and his associates on the subject affect the fact of God's approval 
of that form of marriage. And that which He approves, and so 
strikingly approves, must be not Only not bad, but positively good, 
pure, and holy. Therefore I conclude that since God did approve 
of the plural-marriage custom of the ancient patriarchs, prophets, 
and kings of Israel it is not at all to be wondered at that in the dis- 
pensation of the fullness of times, in which He has promised a resti- 
tution of all things, that God should again establish that system of 
marriage. And the fact of God's approval of plural marriage in 
ancient times is a complete defense of the righteousness of the mar- 
riage system introduced by revelation through the Prophet Joseph 
Smith.* 

[The late corporation of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints v* 
United States. Romney v. United States. Nos. 1031, 1064. Argued January 
16, 17, 18, 1889. Decided May 19, 1890. 186 U. 8. Reports, page 27.) 

"On behalf of the court, Mr. Justice Bradley stated the case, as 
follows: 

* * + * * • • 



•After this article was written it occurred to me that In order that no question 
might arise between Doctor Reiner and myself about the proper translation of 
passages quoted I bad better quote from the Roman Catholic English transla- 
tion of the Scriptures, but on comparing the texts in that version of the Scrip- 
tures With the King James "translation, the one commonly used by us, the 
difference was so slight and Immaterial that 1 Judged it to be unnecessary to 
make the change. 
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* The court (the supreme wurt of Utah) found a» follows: 
M * That certain of the officers of said religious sect, regularly or- 
dained, arid certain public preachers and teachers of said religious 
sect, who are in good standing, and who are preachers and teachers 
concerning the doctrines and tenets of said sect, hate, since the pas- 
sage of said act of Congress of February 19, 1887, promulgated, 
taught, spread, and upheld the same doctrines, tenets, and practices, 
including the doctrine of poly«uny, as were formerly promulgated, 
taught and upheld by the said late corporation, and the said teach- 
ings of the said officers* preachers, and teachers have not been repudi- 
ated or dissented from by said voluntary religious sect, nor have their 
teachings and preachings or their actions created any division or 
schism in said voluntary religious sect' " 

"Mr. Justice Bradley, after stating the case, delivered the opinion 
of the court: v 

; : V .y \ ; ';aif ^m<\ • \' ; .^-v:";:; 

u We have carefully examined the decree, and do not find anything 
in it that calls for a reversal. It may perhaps require modification 
m some matters of detail, and for that purpose only the case is 
reserved for further consideration." 

ITbe Sait Lake Tribune. Salt Lake Ctt^ Utah, Tuesday morning, November 26, 

"Oppose Apostle Smoot—MtoUstere adopt resolutions of protest be- 
cause he is apostle— Resolutions passed unanimously at meeting 
of ministerial association yesterday—charged that Smoot would 
be bound to act first as apostle and second or third as a citizen and 
American — Reference made to polygamy— Union of church and 
state feared. 

"At the regular meeting of the Salt Lake Ministerial Association, 
held yesterday morning, a series of resolutions protesting against the 
candidacy of Apostle Seed Smoot for the United Stated Senate were 
introduced and, after a general discussion, were unanimously passed 
by~ the association. Practically the entire membership of the associa- 
tion was present, and when the roll was called the resolutions were 
adopted without a dissenting vote, One of the members of the body 
stated last evening that the resolutions, as presented by the committee 
on public morals, were calmly and dispassionately discussed, several 
changes were made, arid that, as finally passed, the resolutions repre- 
sent the sentiment of every member Those present 
were Rev. Messrs* Barnett, Clarence T. Brown, John Richelseri, 
Koepsel, Wishard, Worrell, Rydberg, Simpkin, McLain, Padden, 
Johnson, Pinkerton, Lincoln, Wake, and McNiece. 
** Following is the full text of the resolutions adopted: 

* Whereas the election of Mr^fi^ 
mon Church, to the office of United States Senator from Utah seems 
imminent ; and 
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" Whereas The Deseret News, the organ of the first presidency and 
twelve apostles of the Mormon Church, has declared that Apostle 
Smooth fitness for such office is, if anything, brought out brighter 
and clearer by his having secured a place in the Mormon apostolate: 
Therefore be it - 

Resolved, That while we, as members of the Salt Lake Ministerial 
Association and citizens of Utah, have no protest to register against 
the election of members and lesser officials of the Mormon Church to 
a fair share of the offices of trust and emoluments which are within 
the gift of the citizens of this State, we do protest against the election 
of Apostle Beed Smoot to represent this State in the United States 
Senate. • 

** OBJECT TO APOSTLE. 

" We make this protest because Reed Smoot is one of the quorum 
of the twelve apostles, who, with the quorum of the first presidency, 
are ultimate sources of authority for the Mormon Church throughout 
the world. According to the approved teachings of the Mormon 
Church the president, in his quorum — L e., with his two counselors—is 
to be likened to Moses. Therefore he is the prophet and lawgfrer 
unto the church— the mouthpiece of God unto it. The twelve 
apostles are a traveling presiding high council, and have the power 
to (officiate in the name of the Lord, under the direction of the first 
presidency of the church, to build up the church and regulate all 
affairs of the same in all nations. These twelve apostles form the 
second general presiding quorum in the church, and are equal in 
power and authority to the quorum of the first presidency. (See 
'Outlines,' by B. H. Roberts, p. 868.) We protest, therefore, against 
the election of a man as our representative who belongs to the quorum 
of twelve Mormon high priests, whose unanimous vote must be ac-' 
cepted by their coreligionists as the voice of God. 

" ULTIMATE AUTHORITY. ' 

u We protest against the election of a member of the quorum of 
twelve Mormon apostles to the United States Senate, because by virtue 
of their ecclesiastical office such apostles may be, and in connection 
with the first presidency are, ultimate sources of authority in the 
government of the Mormon Church; in their hands is the power to 
set up or pull down whom they will. A few years ago they un- 
frocked one of their own quorum for asserting his political inde- 
pendence, and to-day Beed Smoot would not dare to announce him- 
self as a candidate for election to the high office he seeks without the 
permission of the president of the church and his fellow-apostles. 

mm 

CHURCH AMD STATE. 

u We protest against this endeavor to elect Apostle Smoot to the 
United States Senate as an endeavor to force upon the citizens of 
Utah a union of the church and the state. The election of a man 
who holds the highest office save one in the gift of the Mormon 
Church to the highest office save one in the gift of the people of the 
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United States would be a menace to our civil and religious liberty. 
No other church has dared to attempt such an ecclesiastical invasion 
of Congress. As a matter of fact, other religious bodies do not give 
their church officers such absolute authority. The authority which a 
Mormon apostle claims and which is accorded to him by his co- 
religionists is almost unique in our country. A Methodist or Epis- 
copal bishop claims no such authority in the church he represents. 
A cardinal of the Catholic Church makes no such autocratic claims. 

W WH4# OT OHUBCH. 

" The election of Apostle Reed Smoot to the United Sta/es Senate 
would virtually be the election of the will of the Mormon first presi- 
dency and twelve apostles of that body. As a consistent member of the 
Mormon apostolate Apostle Smoot can not. make an important move 
without getting permission or taking counsel of the quorum of Mor- 
mon high priests to which he belongs. By virtue of his apostolic 
vows he must act first as a Mormon apostle and second or third as a 
citi*m of Utah and patriotic America* t 

a We protest against the proposed election of Anostle Smoot to the 
United States Senate because the majority of the Mormon apostolate 
to Which h* belongs and with which he works in harmony are living 
in polygamous delation in violation of covenants made by the people 
of the United States, as well as in violation of the criminal statutes 
of Utah. The two or three apostles who may be living monogamists* 
lived are obliged to defend the righteousness of a polygamous svstem 
of marriage and to wink at the lawbreaJring polygamous relation of 
their feilow-apostles. The Mormon apostolate stands as directly or 
indirectly encouraging or conniving at the continuance of polyga- 
mous relations throughout the Mormon Church. 

"The vigorous and rigorous execution of a law like the Edmunds- 
Tucker law in tmV State would drive the president of the Mormon 
Church and the majority of his apostles into exile or throw them into 
prison within twelve months; and Apostle Smoot dare not oppose 
such polygamous conditions. 

W MANDATES INSTEAD OF ARGUMENTS. 

u We also protest against the proposed election of Apostle Smoot 
to the United States &>hate that in st> doing we may protest against 
the manifest tendency of certain leaders in the ecclesiastical manage- 
ment of the Mormon Chui^ ^ ecclesias- 
tical perquisite, and to use ecclesiastical opportunities in working for 
political preferment. Moreover, it is an open secret here in Utah 
that in this pursuit of civil preferment these ambitious church leaders 
are in the habit of using the mandates of ecclesiastical authorities 
as a substitute for legitimate political argument. 

" FLURAUTT OF POSITIOK. 

• Wei protest a^inst the tendency of high Mormon authorities to 
insist on having a plurality of high official positions— an apostleship 
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and a Senatorship, for example. We do not believe that ecclesiastical 
and political timber is so scarce in the Mormon Church and the State 
of Utah that it is necessary to try and make an apostle and United 
States Senator out of the same stick. We object to being represented 
in the United States Senate by a man who is chiefly Mormon apostle, 
a man on whose time, talents, devotion, and vote the quorum or apos- 
tles to which he belongs has a registered first mortgage. 

" In brief, we protest against the election of Apostle Smoot to the 
United States Senate, not because he is a member or a minor official 
in the Mormon Church, but because he is one of the quorum of the 
twelve apostles who, with the first presidency, rule that churclr as 
with a rod of iron. 

" OHUBOH RBFRBSBNTATTVS* 

"And inasmuch as the purpose of this resolution has been to show 
that Mr. Beed Smoot is bound by prior ties to an organization within 
the Republic, and in a sense apart from it, and as a Senator would 
be a representative of that organization ana second only of the Com- 
monwealth, we deem it timely to recall the historic position of our 
nation upon the entire separation of church and state and point to 
the fact that Mr. Smoot, as apostle of the church to which his pledges 
compel prior allegiance, would, in the United States Senate, stand as 
an anomaly in its history, the representative of a sect whose avowed 
hope and aim is the increasing extension of that church's temporal 
swayv^ 

"Which protest we respectfully submit to our fellow-citizens of 
this State and the United States. 

" Done by order of the Ministerial Association of Utah this 24th 
day of November, 1902. 

- W NO rUBTHEE STATEMENT. 

"Members of the Ministerial Association who were seen yesterday 
and ask<*d if they had any further comment to make in regard to the 
matter, stated that they did not desire to add anything at present. 
They said the resolutions fully set forth their views and that they 
would say nothing more for a time, at least. Rev. Richard Wake was 
president of the association and Rev. D. A. Brown secretary. 

U \ MINISTBY OF ANGELS.' 

" The resolutions were introduced and passed after the presentation 
of a paper by Rev. J. C. Lincoln on the * Ministry of Angels.' Rev. 
Mr. Lincoln held that there was a ministry of both good and bad 
angels, and that personal angelic ministry ceased with the apoc- 
alypse." 

[The Salt Lake Tribune. Salt Lake City, Utah, Wednesday morning, Decem- 
ber 3, 1902. From an article entitled "Smith Talks of Smoot President of 
church speaks of Apostle."] 

" ' The church does not desire to enter into any controversy over the 
subject, but is anxious that its own people as well as the people, of the 
country generally should understand its position.' 

S, Doc. 486, 59-1, vol 2— 31 
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" * Does the Mormon Church solemnize or permit plural marriages!' 
President Smith was asked. 

" ' Certainly not ? ' he replied. ' The church does not perform or 
sanction or authorize marriage in any form that is contrary to the 
laws of the land. The assertion that prominent Mormons practice 
polygamy is evidently done to mislead the public Polygamy under 
file law is the marrying of a husband or wife While the legal husband 
or wife is living and undivorcecL' 

" SUPPORTING FAMILIES. 

"'There is no such offense committed by sanction of the Mormon 
Church. But when the prohibition of polygamy was proclaimed by 
the president of the Mormon Church there were many persons who 
had contracted plural marriages, and that relation has been continued 
III many instances, because the men in that position determined not to 
abandon their families, but to care for and provide for them and 
educate and cherish their children. This is erroneously construed as 
practicing polygamy, and creates the impression that polygamous 
marriages are still permitted in and by the church.' 

"' it was ascertained by a careful census of 1890, when President 
Woodruff issued his manifesto against further polygamous marriages, 
there were 2,451 such families belonging to the Church oi Jesus 
Christ of Latter-Day Saints in the United States. In May^ 10O2, # a 
complete and thorough inquiry showed that the original number in 
1890 had been reduced 63 per cent, leaving then only 897, the great 
majority of whom were of advanced age, and many of them nave 
since departed this life. It is evident that with no additions to this 
total, but a rapid and continual decrease, the number of polygamous 
families will soon be reached [reduced] to zero.' 

"shoot's church position* 

"President Smith was asked to define the position of Mr. Smoot 
in the church, his position as an apostle having been compared to that 
of a cardinal or archbishop in other churches. 

" * The two positions are hot parallel,' President Smith said. 'An 
apostle, or seventy, or elder, or bishop in the Church of Jesus Christ 
of Latter-Day Saints is usually engaged in some secular vocation, or 
laboring in some capadi^ for nig aailV bread. He is ordained to the 
office he holds in the priesthood so that he may act in that calling 
when required. He gives his services gratuitously to the church. 

"'There are instances, of course, when a man's whole time is 
taken up with some church duty that he receives remuneration there- 
for, but as a rule men holding these positions in the priesthood are 
engaged in secular callings and are men of affairs. 

"praise for smoot. 

** Reed Smoot is a banker, the manager of the largest manufac- 
turing institution in the State, is interested greatly in mining opera- 
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lions and other temporal pursuits. He is recognized as a capable 
and enterprising citizen, and his position in the church need not 
interfere in any way with his services to the State or to the nation 
in any political office to which he may be elected. 

" 1 It is not true that he has been put forward by the church as a 
candidate for public office, but he has the same right that any other 
American citizen enjoys to accept any office to which his fellow- 
citizens may elect him to occupy. Mormon Church officials have 
served in Congress for ye^^ ana no objection has been offered on 
that account Every Mormon official has been one holding the 
priesthood, and that has never interfered with his official duties. 
The objection in the present case is without substantial reason or 
foundation.' w 

[Deseret Evening News, Monday, January 8, 1900. Salt Lake City, Utah. 

From the editorial columns.] 

* POITGAM Y AND JTNLAWfUL COHABITATION* 

, •'«.■. -.'■>,•■ * 

u From the reading of the various editorials and articles of the 
public press it is evident that there is much miscontruction and 
misunderstanding as to the present attitude of our church respecting 
tie subjects of polygamy and unlawful cohabitation ; and, believing 
that many good and conscientious people have been misled and 
milch adverse criticism occasioned thereby, I feel it but just to 
both Mormons and non-Mormons to state that, in accordance 
with the manifesto of the late President Wilford Woodruff, dated 
September 25, 1890, which was presented to and unanimously 
accepted by our general conference on the Cth of October, 1890, 
the church has positively a the practice of poly^iny or 

the solemnization of plural marriages in this and every other State, 
and that no member or officer thereof has any authority whatever 
to perform a plural marriage or enter into such a relation. Nor 
does the chtircn advise or encourage unlawful cohabitation on the 
part of any of its members. If, therefore, any | member disobeys the 
law, either as to polygamy or unlawful cohabitation, he must bear 
his own burden; or, in other words, be answerable to the tribunals 
of the land for his own action pertaining thereto. 

"With a sincere desire that the position of our church as to 
polygamy and unlawful cohabitation may^be better understood, and 
with nest wishes for the welfare and happiness of all, this statement 
is made, and is respectfully commended to the careful consideration 
of the public generally. 

"Lorenzo Snow, 
" President of the Church of Jesus Christ 

of Latter-Day Saints. 

" Salt Lake Citt, January 8, 1900." 

[The Dally Tribune, Salt take City/ Utah, Wednesday morning, January 10, 
1900. From an article entitled "Views on Snow statement No church 
member's standing will be affected by committing unlawful cohabitation. 
Opinions as to purpose of the declaration.") 

"Angus M. Cannon, president of the Salt Lake stake, was one of 
the few who discussed the matter unreservedly. President Cannon 
is of the opinion that the law against unlawful cohabitation is uncon- 
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atitutional, and was incorporated in the code through inadvertence, 
illd that the church authorities would not have the right to disci- 
pline a member of the church for ita violation, even though they felt 
to inclined, 

'* President Gannon also expressed the fear that 'some sneaking 
whelps might use the declaration of President Snow as a pretext for 
deserting some of their wives; Arid if they do,' he declared, 4 they 
are the MIowp that should be disciplined/ 

"Speaking further with regard to the matter, President Cannon 
idd : > I consider it a reaffirmation of the manifesto of President 
Woodruff* and it means, to my mind, that Preside not 
be held responsible for airy violation of the law against unlawful 
cohabitation. I wouldn^t tnink, however, that those in that condi- 
tion would believe that President Snow had the right to command 
them to give up their wives whom they took before President Wood- 
imfPs manifesto was issued* If a man now claimed the right to take 
another wife I would view him as an apostate, as such action is not 
allowable by the president of the church, who has absolute' power in 
the premises.' " 

• . • . . */' . • 

^ (juries Penwse, editor of the Deseret News, and counsellor to 
IVesident Angus M. Cannon, of the S&t Lake Stake, was of the opin- 

would suffer, so far as his standing in the 
lurch was concerned, because he had been convicted: It was the 
isiness of the courts to prosecute all violations of law. If a member 
^ t&B &urcVdesired to reach wither member who had been con- 
victed M unlawful cohabitation, it would be necessary that he should 

bring charges 

against another. When a man possesses the priesthood, the bishops' 
courts simply sit as a court of committal, but has no further juris- 
diction in the case. It sifted i^niony high 
^ncit No one outside of the church, however, could lodge a com- 
plaint against a member of the church that would be entertained bv 
the church oftcials, and a certain amount of evidence was the alf- 
important factor. Mr* Penrose was not ready to sav what might be 
done in case a man was complained against in church circles after he 
had been convicted of or had pleaded guilty to unlawful cohabitation. 
Wo one had ever yet lost religious prestige because he had been con- 
victed in a criminal court, and so far as he knew no complaint looking 
to that end had ever been lodged with the proper authorities. If 
church members take exception to the acts of an official or a member, 
there is always a way by which the matter, when properly presented, 
6«n be reached." : W : * 

WM.&^xm Mf^ Cannon: I could not sayv what President Snow's ideas 
in the case may be. I read the letter as It came, I believe he means 
what he says. He does not encourage any violation of the law; true, 
Either does he discourage it, leaving the question of punishment, if 
^y ftflow^ I do not be- 

lieve that any man who entered ih^^ 

manifesto should be disturbed in those relations by the church or any 
members of the same. I do not believe that any man who continues 
auA ftd^ons is ^ I, speaking individuallv, 

ean see no reason why a man holding an office m the church should 
III disciplined by that body because he had been convicted of living 



with his wives, which he had taken by and with the consent of thai 
church. It is not a matter of church, it is a question for the courts; 
If a man continues to live with more than one woman after the churcji 
has taken the attitude it has, then he must take consequences. Presi- 
dent Snow, it appears to me, is very plain on that point." 

[The Salt Lake Tribune, Salt Lake City, Utah, Friday morning, September % 
1899. From the editorial columns.] 

** THAT l^hrOh MOUTH AGAIN. 

" Yesterday morning we imputed these words to Apostle Heber J. 
Grant: * I am a lawbreaker; so is Bishop Whitney; so it B. H* 
Roberts. My wives have brought me only daughters. T propose to 
marry till I get wives who will bring me sons.' 

" Last night the News had from Apostle Grant the following 
denial: * I have never made those remarks at anv time in public or 
in private, in writing, or by word of mouthy The fact that I have 
not taken any wives since the manifesto was issued is evidence 
against any such intention on my part.* 

"The proof of the fact that Apostle Grant said what we charge 
him with saying is easy. The remark was made by him in the Herald 
office in this city, in the presence of B. A. McDaniel, Alfales Young, 
and J. H. Movie, all good Democrats, and two of whom at least, wffl 
never deny it 

" The remark was substantially as we gave it, and was of so remark- 
able a character that it was taken down itt writing and signed by two 
of those who heard it. There was other conversation at the same 
time, some of it of a character that would not look well in print, but 
that can easily be called to Apostle Grant's mind. That he made the 
statement is beyond question. 

"We have never seen the document, but heard of it at the time, 
have known of it for months, and have heard it recited and referred 
to from time to time. It is in the custody of Alfales Young, who is 
out of the city on a hunting trip. He will undoubtedly permit the 
use of it when he returns home. 

"Apostle Grant's denial is unquestionably through perversity or 
because of a failing memory. The record will easily establish its 
complete falsity." 

f The Deseret Evening News, Thursday, February 1, 1900, Salt Lake City, Utah, 
From an article entitled "Opposition to the Truth," Remarks made at the 
Tabernacle, Salt Lake City, Sunday afternoon, January 28, 1900, by President 
George Q. Cannon.] 

w Then comes the doctrine of marriage. We have had revelations 
from God concerning marriage. We have been taught of the Lord that 
marriage can be solemnized on the earth for time and for all eternity: 
and that when men and women receive their highest glory they will 
be joined together as husbands and wives. I need not dwell on all 
the features connected with this principle. You are familiar with 
them. I need not say to you how extensive our belief is in this mat- 
ter; for it is a matter that has been agitated and talked about until 
it has become at least partially understood, I need only say that 
Latter-Day Saints believe, berause~God has revealed it to them, that 
when wives and husbands are united there is an authority and a 



486 HMD SHOOT. 

power that can unite them together for time and for all eternity. 
This is in line with the remark of Paul, where he says: ' Neither is 
the man without the woman, neither the woman without the man, in 
the Lord.' They are united together ; their posterity will be theirs, 
and they will reign over them in-eternity, One of the glories of 
eternity will consist of the fact that the family organization will be 
complete, and wiU be of such a them to increase 

and . spread abroad until they shall become innumerable. This is 
another principle for which we have suffered. 

" I mention these to bring^ sisters, 
how much we have loved the trufih^and how desirous we have beeh to 
obtain a knowledge of the tttitt^ W willing to make sac- 

rifices for the truth's safe TV^ hate not only prayed and talked 
with our lips concerning truth, but we have actually obeyed the truth 
as far as we have known & persecuted. 
The world seems to fee anxious that we should cbnfine^ the 
truths already revealed. But that is not o 

ingj we are seeking to » com^hend more truth. We are earnestly 
seeking to understand the laws that govern truth, and through cou- 
tinued obedience to those laws we hope after a while to get back to 
the presence of bur Father and God. We therefore love the truth, 
and we i expect to suffer for, the truth. 

"All truth has not been revealed* Paul said once he knew a, man 
who had ascended into the third heaven and he had heard things 
that were not lawful for man to utter; That has been a go^ deal 
the case vrith us. Many things h^iv%bee^ 

we had taught, men would have sought to kill us, so entirely opposed 
would toy have been to the iprevailing religipiw sei^timeht. ; 
has been the case even with the small amount of truth which we 
have taught. We dare not tell all the truth we knows becatise it 
would not be lawful to utter some things tliat God has revealed. 
That which we do teach, and which has enabled us to progress to our 
presenit condition, sometimes gets us into trouble when we atteUiDt to 
tell it It arouses hatred and prejudice; and the class that manifest 
this spirit of hatred are, strange to say, those who profess to be the 
followers of Jesus Christ and ministers of £is word. They can not 
bear it. I do not know what they would have done with Paul if thev 
had lived in his day and he had told them some of the truths which 
were 'not lawful to utter.' No doubt they would have done with 
him as they did with the prophet Joseph Smith. It Was the truth 
he told that caused them to slay him. 

"From the chapter read by Brother Talmage we learn that the 
people in that day sought to kill the Saviour because He told the 
truth; and they killed Joseph Smith because he told the world truths 
they would not receive. Our elders in going out to preach the 
gospel have to be exceedingly cautious lest they shall give strong 
meat to people who are only pi%aiM to receive the milk of the 
word. If they give strong meat, p«rs^ is raised immediately. 
For this reason they have to reserve eternal truths with which they 
are familiar, or the people would do «. with them as they did witn 
Jesus, and as they have done with all the prophets who have declared 
truths which the people would not receive. The Saviour had to 
caution Bis disciples on this very point, in the following language: 
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44 1 Give not that which is holy unto the dogs, neither cast you your 
pearls before swine, lest they trample them under their feet, and 
turn again and rend you.* (Matt 6.) 

" New truths are unwelcome and you hare to lead mankind along 
by degrees to comprehend truth/' 

[The late Corporation of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints ft 
United States. Romney v. United States. Nos. 1031, 1064. Argued January 
18, 17, 18, 1880. Decided May 10, 1890. 180 U. & Reports, page 48.] 

" Mr. Justice Bradley, after stating the case, delivered the opinion 
of the court 

' * 'z'X: * * * * *; - _ *' 

" It is distinctly stated in the pleadings and findings of fact that 
the property of the said corporation was held for the purpose of 
religious and charitable uses. But it is also stated in the findings 
of Tact, and is a matter of public notoriety; that the i^gious and 
charitable uses intended to be subserved ana promoted are the incul- 
cation and spread of the doctrines arid usages of the Mormon Church, 
or Church of Latter-Pay Saints, one of the distinguishing features 
of which is the ( practice of polygamy— a crime against the laws and 
abhorrent to the sentiments ana feelings of the civilized world. Not- 
withstanding the stringent laws which have been passed by Con- 
gress-— notwithstanding all the efforts made to suppress this ( barbar- 
ous practice—the sect or comnto Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-Day Saints perseveres, in defiance of law, in preach- 
ing, upholding, promoting, and defending it. It is a matter of public 
notonety that its emissaries are engaged in many countries in propa- 
gating this nefarious doctrine and urging its converts to join the 
community in Utah. 

u The existence of such a propaganda is a blot on our civilization. 
The organization of a community for the spread and practice of po- 
lygamy isjjn a measure, a return to barbarism. It is contrary to the 
spirit of Christianity and of the civilization which Christianity has 
produced in the western world. The question, therefore, is whether 
the promotion of such a nefarious system and practice, so repugnant 
to our laws and to the principles of our civilization, is to be allowed to 
continue by the sanction of the Government itself; and whether the 
funds accumulated for that purpose shall be restored to the same 
unlawful uses as heretofore, to the detriment of the true interests of 
civil society. . 

u It is unnecessary here to refer to the past history of the sect, to 
their deiiance of the Government authorities, to their attempt to 
establish an independent community, to their efforts to drive from 
the territory all who were not connected with them in communion 
and sympathy. The tale is one of patience on the part of the Amer- 
ican Government and people, and of contempt of authority and re- 
sistance to law on the part of the Mormons. Whatever persecutions 
they may have suffered in the early part of their history in Missouri 
and IUinois, they have no excuse for their persistent defiance of law 
under the Government of the United States. 

w One pretense for this obstinate course is that their belief in the 
practice of polygamy, or in the right to indulge in it, is a religious 
belief, and therefore under the protection of the constitutional 
guaranty of religious freedom. This is altogether a sophistical 
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plea. No doubt the thugs of India imagined that their belief in 
the right of assassination waa a religious belief , but their thinking 
so did not make it so. The practice of suttee by the Hindoo widows 
may have sprung from a supposed religious conviction. The offering 
of human sacrifices by our own ancestors in Britain was no doubt 
sanctioned by an equally conscientious impulse. But no one, on that 
account, would hesitate to brand these practices now as crimes against 
society ? and obnoxious to condemnation and punishment by the civil 
authority." 

" Then looking at the case as the finding of facts presents it, we 
have before us, Congress had before it, a contumacious organiza- 
tion, wielding by its resources an immense power in the Territory of 
Utah, and employing those resources and that power in constantly 
attempting to oppose, thwart, and subvert the legislation of Congress 
and the will of the Government of the United States. Under these 
circumstances we have no doubt of the power of Conirress to do as 



[Cannon v. United States. Error to the supreme court of the Territory of Utah. 
Argued November 20, 23, 1885. Decided December 14, 1885. 116 U. S. Re- 
ports. October term, 1885. Mr. Justice Blatchford delivered the opinion of 
the court Page 72.] 

u It is the practice of unlawful cohabitation with more than one 
woman that is aimed at, a cohabitation classed with polygamy and 
having its outward semblance. It is not, on the one hanoV mere- 
tricious unmarital intercourse with more than one woman. General 
legislation as to lewd practices is left to the Territorial government 
Nor, on the other hand, does the statute pry into the intimacies 
of the marriage relation. But it seeks not only to punish bigamy 
and polygamy when direct proof of the existence of those relations 
can be made, but to prevent a man from flaunting in the face of the 
world the ostentation and opportunities of a bigamous household, 



tions which existed before the act was passed, and without reference 
to what may occur in the privacy of those relations." 

[The Mormon Monster ; or, The Story of Mormonism, Embracing the history of 
Monnonism, Mormonism as a religious system, Mormonism as a social system, 
Mormonism as a Political System, with a full Discussion of the Subject of 
Polygamy, By Edgar E. Folk, A. M., D.D., Editor of the "Baptist and Re- 
flector," Nashville, Tenn., with an introduction by George A. Lofton, D. D. 
From Chapter XI, page 92.] 

" Brigham Young had said in a sermon delivered in the Salt Lake 
Tabernacle, July 1% 1875 : 

u ' Do not be discouraged by your repeated failures to get into the 
Union as a State. We snail succeed, we shall pull the wool over the 
eyes of the American people and make them swallow Mormonism, 
poly^my and all. 

" 4 We shall drop the old issue between the Mormons and the Lib- 
erals in Utah, ally ourselves with the two great '-'national parties, 
dividing ourselves about equally, so as to fall in with the one in power. 
We dorrt know and we don't care about the issues. We must be at 
peace with them in order to get into the Union. After that we can 
snap our fingers in their faces* restore the good old times when we 
dwelt undisturbed in these valleys of the mountains, and cast out 
devils as we used to do.' n 



it did." 



with all the outward 




of the continuance of the same rela- 
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[The Dally Tribune, Salt Lake City, Utah, Wednesday morning, June 15, 1898. 

An article published on page 8.] 

"Stands up for polygamy— As much a part of the faith as ever — 
The Government aid wrong in suppressing it — Reactionary talk 
at joint conference at Castle Dale, 

" Castle Dale, June 13.— The conjoint conference of the Y. M. and 
Y. L. M. I. A. for the counties of Emery and Carbon was in session 
at Castle Dale during Saturday and Sunday, and proved to be a very 
profitable and successful gathering. So large was the attendance that 
it was impossible to accommodate half of those who sought admission 
at any session. Apostle Woodruff and wife, Mr. Holt, and Mrs, 
Freeze, of Salt Lake, were present and assisted in the work of the 
conference. Mr. Holt preached Sunday morning and Apostle Wood- 
ruff in the afternoon. Mrs. Freeze took for her theme the subject of 
polygamy, and defended the practice as not only being right but a 
divine command of God. Apostle Woodruff and* Mr. Holt also took 
up the matter, and stated the belief in polygamy was as much a part 
or the faith of the Mormon Church to-day as it ever was, and that 
while in deference to the laws of the United States plural marriage 
was not practiced at the present time, it was nevertheless believed to 
be right, and the Government was condemned for suppressing it. It 
was impressed upon the minds of the young people that they could 
not deny this part of the Mormon belief without at the same time 
denying the prophet Joseph Smith, on whose advice it was first prac- 
ticed." 

"The President op the United States: 

" We, the first presidency and apostles of the Church qf Jesus 
Christ of Latter-Pay Saints, beg respectfully to represent to Your 
Excellency the following facts: 

" We formerly taught to our people that polygamy or celestial mar- 
riige, as commanded by God through Joseph Smith, was right; that 
it vas a necessity to man's highest exaltation in the life to come. 

''That doctrine was publicly promulgated by our president, the 
late Rrigham Young,, forty years ago, and was" steadily taught and 
impressed upon the Latter-Pay Saints up to a short time before Sep- 
tember, 1890. Our people are devout and sincere, and they accepted 
the doctrine and many personally embraced and practiced polygamy. 

" \Then the Government sought to stamp the practice out our peo- 
ple, almost without exception, remained firm, for they, while having 
no desire to oppose the Government in anything, still felt that their 
lives aid their honor as men were pledged to a vindication of their 
faith, aid that their duty toward those whose lives were a part of 
their oyn was a paramount one, to fulfill which they had no right to 
count anything, not even their own lives, as standing in the way. 

" Following this conviction hundreds endured arrest, trial, fine, and 
imprisonment, and the immeasurable sufferings borne by the faith- 
fid peoph no language can describe. That suffering in abated form 
still continues. 

" More, \he Government added disfranchisement to its other punish- 
ment for tlpse who clung to their faith and fulfilled its covenants. 

"According to our faith, the head of the church receives from time 
to time revelations for the religious guidance of his people. In Sep- 
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tember, 1890, the present head of the church in anguish and prayer 
cried to God for help for his flock, and received permission to advise 
the members of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints that 
the law commanding polygamy was henceforth suspended. 

"At the great semiannual conference, which was held a few days 
later; this was submitted to the people, numbering many thousands 
and representing every community of people in Utah, and was by 
them, in the most solemn manner, accepted as the future rule of their 
lives. They have since been faithful to the covenant made that day. 

"At the late October conference, after a year had passed by, the 
matter was once more submitted to the thousands of people gathered 
together, and they again in the most potential manner ratified the 
solemn covenant 

" This being the true situation, and believing that the object of the 
Government was simply the vindication of its own authority and to 
compel obedience as to its laws, and that it takes no pleasure in perse- 
cution, we respectfully pray that full amnesty may be extended to all 
who are under disabilities because of the operation of the so-called 
Edmunds and Edmunds-Tucker law. 

" Our people are scattered, homes are made desolate, many are still 
imprisoned, others are. banished or in hiding. Our hearts bleed /or 
these. In the past they followed our counsels, and while they are thus 
afflicted our souls are in sackcloth and ashes. 

" We believe that there is nowhere in the Union a more loyal people 
than the Latter-Day Saints. They know no other country except this. 
They expect to live and die on this soil. 

" When the men of the South who were in rebellion against the 
Government in 1865 threw down their arms and asked for recognition 
along the old lines of citizenship, the Government hastened to grant 
their prayer. 

" To be at peace with the Government and in harmony witTi their 
fellow-citizens who are not of their faith, and to share in thi confi- 
dence of the Government and people, our people have voluntarily put 
aside something which all their lives they have believed to be a sacred 
principle. 

" Have they not the right to ask for such clemency as cones when 
the claims of Doth law ana justiceliave been fully liquidated? 

"As shepherds of a patient and suffering people we ask annesty for 
them and pledge our raith and honor for their future. 

"And your petitioners will ever pray. 

" WlLFOKD WOOERUTT. 

" George Q. Cannon. 
"Joseph F. Smith. 
" Lorenzo Snov. 
"Franklin D Richards. 
"Moses Thatcher. 
" Francis M. Lyman. 
" H. J. Gran?. 
"John Henxy Smith. 
"John W. ?aylor. 
u M. W. Mejrill. 
- u Anthon J. Lund. 
" Abraham H. Cannon. 

u Salt Lake City, Utah, December, 1891." 
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* Salt Lake Crrr, Utah, December 19, 1891. 

u To the President: 

Hi We have the honor to forward herewith a petition signed by the 
president and most influential members of the Mormon Church. We 
have no doubt of its sincerity and no doubt that it is tendered in 
absolute good faith. The signers include some who were most de- 
termined in adhearing to their religious faith while polygamy, either 
mandatory or permissive, was one of its tenets, and they are men 
who would not lightly pledge their faith and honor to the Govern- 
ment or subscribe to such a document without having fully resolved 
to make their words good in letter and spirit. 

" We warmly recommend a favorable consideration of this petition, 
and if your excellency shall find it consistent with your public duties 
to grant the relief asked, we believe it would be graciously received 
by the Mormon people, and tend to evince to them, what has always 
been asserted, that the Government is beneficent in its intentions, only 
asks obedience to its laws, and desires all law-abiding citizens to enjoy 
all the benefits and privileges of citizenship. We thinks it will be 
better for the future if the Mormon people should now receive this 
mark of confidence. 

"As to the form and scope of a reprieve or pardon, granted in the 
exercise of your constitutional prerogative, we make no suggestions. 
You and your law advisers will best know how to grant what you 
may think should be granted. 

w We are, very respectfully, 

"Abthub L. Thomas, 

"Governor of Utah. 
"Charles S. Zane, 
"Chief Justice of Utah Territory." 

The Chairman. Mr Worth ington, are you ready to proceed! 
Mr. Van Cott. Call Mr. McConnelL 

TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM M'CONNELL. 

William J. McConnell, being duly sworn, was examined, and tes- 
tified as follows: 
Mr. Van Cott. Mr. McConnell, what is your full name I 
Mr. McConnell. William John McConnelL 
Mr. Van Cott. What is your age? 
Mr. McConnell. 65 years. 
Mr. Van Cott. Where do you live? 
Mr. McConnell. In Moscow, Idaho. 

Mr. Van Cott. What part of Idaho is that in reference to the 
capital city, Boise? 

. Mr. McConnell. It is what is known as the panhandle of Idaho. 

Mr. Van Cott. The northern part? 

Mr. McConnell. The northern part of Idaho. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you lived there? 

Mr. McConnell. It is approximately twenty years since my resi- 
dence was in Moscow. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were you born in Idaho? 

Mr. McConnell. I was not. 

Mr, Van Cott. Where were you bora? 
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Mr. McConnell. In Michigan. 

Mr. Van Cott. When did you leave Michigan I 

Mr. McConnell* In 1860. 

Mr. Van Cott. Where did you go? 

Mr. McConnell. To California. 

Mr. Van Cott. And then when did you first arrive in Idaho? 
Mr. McConnell. In 1863; in April. 
Mr. Van Cott. What is your profession! 
Mr. McConnelx. I have not any. 
Mr. Van Con*. Have you ever had ? 

Mr. McConnell. At times I have been a merchant I suppose I 
have been a half politician at times. I am now following mining. 
Mining is my business at present 

Mr. Van Cott. You have never practiced law? 

Mr. McConnell. No, sir; only incidentally, for my friends. 

Mr. Van Cott. Inuring the time that you have lived in Idaho have 
you held any public offices? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott*. What? 

Mr. McConnell. I was mayor of our town first for two terms. J 
was also a delegate to the constitutional convention and assisted in 
framing our present constitution. I was next elected to the United 
States Senate, and after returning was chosen twice as governor of 
my State. . .«. 

Mr. Van Cott. During what years were you United States Sen- 
ator? 

Mr. McConnell. I was here on the last term of the Fifty-first 
Congress. M 

Mr. Van Cott. And during whatr years were you governor of 
Idaho? 

Mr. McConnell. 1893 and 1894; 1895 and 1896. 
Mr. Van Cott, Do you belong to the Mormon Church? 
Mr. McConnell. No, sir, 
Mr. Van Cott. Have you ever? 
Mr. McConnell. No, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Do you belong to any church? 
Mr. McConnell. I plo. 
Mr. Van Cott. Wliat church? 
Mr. McConnell. The Presbyterian Church. 
Mr. Van Cott. In your long residence in Idaho have you had 
opportunity to become acquainted with the Mormon people there? 
Mr. McCJonnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Will you indicate how thoroughly ? 

Mr. McConnell. My first acquaintance with the Mormon people 
in Idaho was in 1882. At that time Nez Perces County embraced 
what is now Nez Perces and Latah counties. While I was not then 
residing in Idaho, being a resident at that time of Oregon, I was 
largely interested in business in Idaho, and the people of the town 
of Moscow were ambitious to be detached from Nez Perces and set 
off in a separate county, known as Latah. 

I was requested to go to Boise City to see if I could not get a bill 
through the Idaho Territorial legislature to submit the question of 
division to a vote of the people. 

I accordingly went there, and there was where I made my acquaint- 
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ance with the Mormons first; that is, in any considerable number, 
r came through Salt Lake in I860, and I met a few people there, but 
made no extensive acquaintances. My first acquaintance was with 
these members of the house and council in the Territorial legislature, 
which convened in 1881. It terminated in 1882. It was known as 
the " Twelfth session of the Territorial legislature," I think. 

Those were Territorial days. The country was Democratic, and 
there seemed to be a great many Democrats drift into Idaho in 
early times, and they were of tlje frontier class of people. Although 
all Democrats Were not bad men, yet, as a rule, all bad men were 
Democrats. The laws were not well administered. It was, how- 
ever, the fault of ourselves, the residents in the Territory, because in 
all countries I have ever visited, and I have visited all the frontier 
States and Territories in the United States, the good men are largely 
in the majority, and if they had performed their duty, I with the 
others, they could have controlled the conventions ana nominated 
good men. 

The laws were practically the same as they are now. I believe our 
statute originally was taken from the New York law. I think the 
New York statute was adopted by the Territory of Idaho when we 
were admitted. That is my impression. 

Mr. Van Cott. After that time, did you have occasion to become 
acquainted with the Mormon people in other parte of Idaho ? 

Mr. McCon n ell. Will you permit me to explain this? 

Mr. Van Cott. I beg pardon. I thought you had finished. 

Mr. McConnell. I found that the Mormon members who were 
there were a different type of men from the average Gentile. A 
great many of the Gentiles were practicing the science of what we 
call " poker " out in that country, during the night and sometimes 
day time. I found the Mormons clannish. They seemed to stay by 
themselves, and my business as a lobbyist took me around wherever 
I could find the^ members. I never found any of the Mormons either 
drunk or gambling. 

I will admit that I had a prejudice against the Mormons at that 
time, owing to their peculiar institution of polygamy, and I was 
rather surprised to find that they were really more moral in their 
behavior than the other members. 

At that time I believe the first efforts to disfranchise the Mormons 
was made in the legislature. A bill was introduced by the president 
of the council--Mr. Wall, I think he was ; I forget what county he 
was from, but if it is necessary to know I have it He was president 
of the council. 

At the time I visited there they voted me the privileges of the 
council, and when I was in that body I was given a seat. The only 
vacant seat in the council happened to be by the side of a Mormon 
bishop from Bear Lake County, by the name of Robinson. I did my 
writing at the desk. It was a double desk. Some days after we had 

fot acquainted he submitted to me this bill, which was looking to the 
isfranchisement of the Mormons, and asked me what I thought of it. 
" Well," I said, " Bishop, you realize, I suppose, that I am a Gentile, 
and we Gentiles hold that plurality or plural marriages constitute 
bigamy-~-adultery, I am not prepared to say whether it would be a 
proper thing to disfranchise air adulterers or not. But this occurs to 
me as class legislation. If you will permit me to suggest an amend- 
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ment to this bill I think you will see the propriety of supporting it," 

He asked me to do so, ana I drafted as an amendment — 

"And provided further^ That you have not cohabited with any 
other than your legal wife." 

He looked at it and said that if the council would adopt the amend- 
ment he would support the bill. But the council would not adopt 
the amendment, and he did not support it There was a motion made 
to table it, and it carried the bill with it The bill was defeated. 

That was my first acquaintance with the Mormons. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, in a general way, have you had opportunities 
to become acquainted with them since then f 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, I think so. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you traveled among themt 

Mr. McConnell. I have. 

Next, my attention was called to the manifesto that was issued by 
the Mormon Church in 1890, I think. At that time no Mormons 
voted or held office. 

The Chairman. In Idaho, you mean! 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir: in Idaho. I am speaking only of 
Idaho now, because I do not know anything about the conditions in 
these other Territories. 

In 1892 the Republican State convention met which nominated me 
for governor. There were no Mormons in that convention. The 
Mormons in Idaho were understood to be Democratic. A resolution 
was introduced into that Republican convention looking to the resto- 
ration of the right of suffrage. It was adopted by the convention and 
made a plank in the Republican platform on which I ran for gov- 
ernor. The Republicans carried the State, and I was elected, to- 
gether with the other nominees. 

When the legislature convened the following year, they proceeded 
to carry out that plank in the platform. My understanding of it was 
that it was for a double purpose— that it was un-American to disfran- 
chise a large portion of the home builders and the wealth producers . 
of the State, the taxpayers. The great proportion of the taxpayers 
and wealth producers and home builders in southeastern Idaho, what 
is known as the Mormon counties, were taxed, but had no representa- 
tion. . . 

Furthermore, we were looking to the adoption of female suffrage, 
which we could not adopt if the test oath baa remained on our statute 
book. No self-respecting woman would qualify as an elector or an 
officeholder if she had to be subjected to the questions or take the oath 
which citizenship required. t 

The gist of what was termed the " test oath 99 was embodied in our 
State constitution, and is still in that instrument, and it was self- 
enacting. There seems to be a difference of opinion as to that, but I 
was present and participated in the arguments at the time that article 
was adopted, and it was the understanding of the members of the con- 
stitutional convention that with the exception of section 1 the article 
was self-enacting, and it carries with it all the provisions necessary 
to prevent the practice of polygamy or plural marriage. It prohibits 
a man or woman from holding office and from voting, from taking 
part in elections, if they are polygamists or if they belong to any 
church or organization which teaches polygamy ox encourages it 
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Mr. Van Cott. In other ways have you become acquainted with the 

Mormon people by traveling among them f 
Mr. McConncll* I hare. 

After encouraging and assisting in repealing the test oath, I felt it 
my duty to go among these people, many of whom were colonists from 
foreign nations, the States of Europe, and who never had voted, who 
knew nothing about our Government, its responsibilities and duties — 
I felt it my duty, I say. to go among these people, which I did, and 
delivered a lecture in all the prominent towns and wards ha Idaho on 
the duties and responsibilities of American citizenship. 

I was their guest in the towns and at their homes. I had an oppor- 
tunity to observe their manners and methods. It was, of course, quite 
a revelation to ma I was, like everybody else would be, I presume, 
curious as to the people and their methods. I found one peculiarity, 
which was that in every family the father at the head of the table 
might ask a blessing himself in the morning, or he might ask his wife 
or one of the children. There was no hesitancy on the part of any 
member of the family who was asked to say grace. They would 
immediately proceed to do it. 

All my meetings were opened with prayer, the same as though they 
were religious meetings. 

In Malad, the first Mormon settlement I visited, they had organized 
to receive me; had a marshal of the day, who was a Gentile, ji doctor. 
I was to deliver but one lecture in Malad, but he told me there was the 
same rivalry among the wards in a Mormon settlement that we had 
in villages in other places, and that if I only made a speech in Malad 
the other wards would feel hurt He suggested that the meetings be 
changed so that I would deliver three lectures in that valley, and it 
was accordingly done. 

He told me that that was the fifty- fourth anniversary of his birth- 
day and the eighteenth anniversary of his arrival in Malad Valley, 
Oneida County; and that during those eighteen years — I questioned 
him particularly about the morals of the people and the nlace, anx- 
ious to gain what information I could, of course — he told me that 
during those eighteen years he had never known but one Mormon girl 
to go astray and she was married bv the young man who caused her 
ruin. The man's name was Doctor *t>rake. 

Mr. Van Cott. The man who told you this ? 

Mr. McConnkix. Yes ; Doctor Drake. 

As I have said, I made a very thorough tour, so that at different 
times I covered practically all the Mormon settlements in Idaho. 

Mr. Van Cott. What* was your last opportunity to become ac- 
quainted with the Mormon people in that State? 

Mr. McCoxxEiA. I have known them continuously up to the pres- 
ent time. 

Mr. Van Cott. I suppose it is unnecessary to ask you if you are a 
Republican? 

Mr. McConnbll. I think everybody understands that. 
Mr. Van Cott. And alt your offices have been held under the Re- 
publican party in the State of Idaho? 
Mr. McConnixl. Yes, sir. ' 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you been active in politics in Idaho? 
Mr. McConnjell. I have even been termed an offensive partisan* 
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Mr. Van Cott. Then I call your attention, first, to Mr. Morrison, 
who was governor of the State of Idaho. He failed to secure a sec- 
ond nomination? 

Mr* McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. In your opinion was that due to the Mormons f 

Mr. McConnbll, He would not have been renominated had the 
Mormons all supported him. 

Mr/ Van Cott. I will go a little further, and ask you if, in your 
opinion, it was due to the Mormons that he did not secure his renomi- 
nationf 

Mr. McConnell. It was not 

Mr. Van Cott. Was it due, in your opinion, to other causes! 
Mr. McConnbll. It was. 

Mr. Van Cott. Entirely separate from the Mormons? 
Mr. McConnell. Entirely separate from the Mormons or any 
other church. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know of anv unwritten law in Idaho that a 
governor shall always receive a second nomination ? 

Mr. McConnell. Our constitution provides that the term of the 
governor shall be two years, and in the case of the governor it is a 
good deal the same as with the United States Senators. They always 
try to succeed themselves if they can. That has been our experience. 

Senator Overman. What is the rule or custom in the State? Has 
the governor been succeeding himself? , 

Mr. McConnell. I succeeded myself. The former governor did 
not Governor Steunenberg succeeded himself. Governor Hunt 
was renominated, but did not succeed himself, because he failed of 
election ; and the reason we did not renominate Governor Morrison 
was because we feared we could not reelect him. 

Senator Overman. I do not care to go into that I want to know 
whether that was the rule or not 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you finished, Senator? 

Senator Overman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was Mr. Hunt a Republican t 

Mr. McConnell. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. A Democrat Who is the present governor of 
Idaho? 

Mr. McConnell. Mr. Gooding. 
Mr. Van Con'. Frank R. Gooding? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is he the one who was nominated in opposition to 
Mr. Morrison ? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. As a matter of fact, did Mr. Gooding receive a 
larger vote in the southern part of Idaho, where the Mormons are, 
than he did in the northern part of Idaho ? 

Mr. McConnell. Yea 

Mr. Van Cott. Is there any reason for that, in your opinion ? 
Mr. McConnell. Please repeat the question. 
Mr. Van Cott. Let the reporter read it 
The reporter read as follows : 

"Mr. Van Cott. As a matter of fact did Mr. Gooding receive a 
larger vote in the southern part of Idaho, where the Mormons are, 
than he did in the northern part of Idaho! 
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w Mr. MoCowkkll. Tee. 

u Mr. Van Cott. Is there any reason for that, in your opinion! n 
Mr. McConnell. Yes. 
Mr. Van Cott. Why? 

Mr. McConnhx. Mr. Morrison's friends expected the support of 
certain delegations in the north, which he did not receive, ana the dis- 
appointment, of course, made his vote lighter in the north. I think 
Mr. Morrison thought he would receive the vote of Latah County, 
which is my county, and the county from which Congressman French 
came, though there was no pledge given to the delegates. A great 
many of them favored the renomination of Mr. Morrison, but when 
the convention convened they failed to support Mr. Morrison. 

The Gooding delegates supported Mr. French. Consequently the 
man who was opposed to Mr. French threw all the strength he could 
for Mr. Morrison as against Mr. Gooding. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is there any reason, in your judgment, why Mr. 
Gooding should receive a larger vote in the southern part of Idaho 
than in the northern part? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes; the delegates, after arriving in Moscow, 
obtained information concerning the administration of Mr. Morrison 
which they did not have — many of them — when they left home. And 
they thought that information was sufficient to mate it dangerous to 
nominate Mr. Morrison. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, Mr,. McConnell, I particularly call your at- 
tention to the vote that was cast for Mr. Gooding as governor of the 
State by the people, and not in the convention. Was there any rea- 
son when the people came to vote why he should receive a larger in- 
crease of Republican votes in the southern part of Idaho than he 
received in the northern part of Idaho? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. What are the reasons? 

Mr. McConnell. There are several reasons. Senator Dubois was 
on the campaign canvass for the Democratic party 

Senator Knox. Perhaps the counsel will be willing to state for 
my information to which one of the issues involved in this investiga- 
tion this testimony is relevant? 

Mr. Worthington. I would say, Senator, that that is a conun- 
drum which we are unable to answer. To this line of examination 
and to two- thirds of the testimony — perhaps to four-fifths of it-~- 
introduced here we very strenuously objected, on the ground that it 
had nothing to do with any issue in the case. But it was admitted, 
and we are replying to it. You will find the evidence to which we 
are about to reply on page 198 of the second volume, where Charles 
H. Jackson, a Democratic politician from Idaho, testified that the 
Mormon Church had defeated Governor Morrison for renomination. 
All that testimony was in this line. There was an attempt to show 
what had taken place in political matters in Idaho and in Utah; that 
the Mormon Church interfered in politics and controlled elections 
whenever it chose to interfere; and Mr. Jackson testified — 

" It is impossible for any man or any party to go against the Mor- 
mon Church in Idaho, whether he is a Republican or a Democrat 
* * * Unless the Mormon Church supports the individual you 
might as well give up. There is no hope for you." 

S. L>oc. 480, m-l, vol 2 M 
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And again he says: 

** It was a matter known to the politicians of both parties that it 
was absolutely necessary to secure the Mormon support in order tc 
be successful in the State,' 9 

And he gives a great many details of tie defeat of Governor Mor- 
rison. 

Senator Knox. That answers my question. I am not questioning 
the course of procedure, but I merely wanted to know to what this 
testimony was directed. 

Mr* Worthington. It is supposed to bear upon the proposition 
that the Mormon Church interferes in politics and other temporal 
affairs, and absolutely controls its members, and that Senator Smoot, 
being a member of the church, has to vote as it directs. 

The Chairman. The protectants in their protest, among other 
charges, affirm that the Mormon Church dominates politics in the 
State of Utah and other places, and I suppose this is in answer to 
that charge. 

Mr. Worthington. It is intended to be. 

The Chairman. Evidence was submitted to the committee on that 
point 

Mr. Van Cott. Resume, Mr. McConnell. 
Mr. McConnell. I do not know where I left off. 
Mr. Van Cott. Let the stenographer read it 
The reporter read as follows : 

'.' Mr. Van Cott. Now, Mr. McConnell, I particularly call your 
attention to the vote that was cast for Mr. Gooding, as governor of 
the State, By the people, and not in the convention. Was there any 
reason, when the people came to vote, why he should receive a larger 
increase of Republican votes in the southern part of Idaho than he 
received in the northern part of Idaho ? 

" Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

" Mr. Van Cott. What are the reasons! 

"Mr. McConnell. There are several reasons. Senator Dubois 
was on the campaign canvass for the Democratic party — 

Mr. McConnell. I was acting for the Republican party. Mr. 
Dubois, with a man named Stalker, was discussing what was termed 
by them the paramount issue in the politics of Idaho, the Mormon 
question. They were to appear in the town where I live on the 12th 
day of October to hold a meeting on the evening of the 12th. I chal- 
lenged Mr. Dubois, together with his man Stalker, to meet me in 
joint debate on that question. Mr. Dubois refused to do so. I have 
a lithographic copy of his letter, which is as follows 

The Chairman. Do you regard that as material ? 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. AH right; go ahead. 

Mr. McConnell. It is very brief; and all I wonder is that after 
the Mormons saw this letter any of them voted the Democratic ticket 
It is addressed to " Hon. W. J. McConnell, Moscow, Idaho." 

It is dated from " The Spokane, Spokane, Wash., Oct 8." 

Mr. Worthington. What year? 

Mr* McConnell. 1904, during the progress of the campaign. The 
letter is as follows: 
" Mr Dear Governor : I have yours of September 28 asking me 
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to meet you in joint debate at Moscow on October 12. As you are not 
a candidate for any high office and do not hold any official position 
and are not now in a position of responsibility, I can not give up my 
time, which is valuable, for a discussion with you. 

"l sincerely hope you will take part in the campaign and answer 
my written arguments or my spoken arguments. The Review pub- 
lished a long article from me about two weeks ago, to which I invite 
your attention. I do not intend any discourtesy to you in refusing 
to debate with you, but I hardly think I would be justified in debating 
with anyone unless they are candidates for or now occupy positions 
which call upon them either to make or to enforce laws against crim- 
inals, as I regard the Mormon people to be. 
" Sincerely, yours, 

Fred T. Dubois.** 

Mr. Van Cott. Was that letter circulated among the Mormons in 
the southeastern counties by the Republican party in Idaho? 
Mr. McConneix. It was. 

Senator Dubois. Is that a personal letter to you ? 

Mr. McDonnell. This is a reply to my challenge, written by your- 
self, or signed by yourself. It was not marked, " Personal." 

Mr. Van Cott. Were there any other reasons, in your opinion, for 
Mr. Gooding's vote? For instance, did the sheep or the cattle busi- 
ness enter into the reasons why Mr. Gooding would receive a larger 
Vote in the southern part of the State than in the northern? And, 
if so, will you explain the cause ? The committee may not be familiar 
with what you call the 2-mile-limit law. 

Mr. MoConnell. We have had quite a contest in Idaho, a very 
unpleasant state of affairs, too, between the sheep men and the cattle- 
men, the sheep men and the farmers. Our legislature passed an act 
a good many years ago, what is known as the " 2-mile- limit law," 
which prohibits a man owning a band of sheep or herding a band of 
sheep from driving them within 2 miles of a residence of any family 
or individual. The sheep men have naturally wanted to have this 
law repealed. The supreme court of the State of Idaho decided that 
it was a proper law; was not unconstitutional. But the parties have 
vied with each other in the districts where the sheep were trespassers 
upon the public domain in claiming that their party was in favor, 
each of them, of the maintenance and upholding of this 2-mile- 
limit law. 

In counties where they raise alfalfa and have not any quantity of 
sheep among the settlers they like to have the sheep brought around 
to buy their alfalfa hay. I think both parties adopted a plank in 
their platforms the last time in favor of the 2-mile limit law. 
May I ask Senator Dubois if that is not true? 

Senator Dubois. The Democratic party did. The Republican 

party did not .. , . 

Mr. MoConnell. Yes; the Democratic party adopted a plank in 
their platform in favor of the 2-mile limit law, as the Senator says. 
But, although the Senator, I do not think, perhaps, knew it— I would 
not believe or could hardly be made to believe that he would adopt 
such politics—there were two platforms printed by the Democratic 
committee to be used in different places. One of them contained the 
2-mile limit law and the other did not. I happened to get hold of 
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ono of those platforms. I have it here with me [exhibiting]. It is 
the one I used in the campaign. Now, possibly, and very likely, the 
Senator did not know that But he has henchmen who are offensive 
partisans, the same as we all have, and when this was shown to the 
people some who perhaps would nave voted the Democratic ticket 
were so disgusted with the methods practiced by that party that they 
voted the Republican ticket 

Mr. Van Cott. Now. right here, Mr. McConneil. Is the northern 
part of Idaho occupied by sheep men or cattle men ? 

Mr. McConnell. The northern part of Idaho is not so much of a 
stock country as the south, although some portions of it have a good 
many cattle and a good many sheep. 

Mr. Van Cott. To put it in another way, is the central and north- 
ern part of Idaho opposed to the sheep men ; that is, to allowing them 
to range their sheep where thev desire? 

Mr. McCon n ell. Yes, sir; they are. 

Mr. Van Cott. How is it with the southern part of idaho on that 
question? 

Mr. McConnell. A great many of them there are opposed to it 
But some localities are not 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, was Mr. Gooding a sheep man or a cattle 
man? 

Mr. McCon Nell. He is a sheep man. I believe a great many 
Republicans did not vote for Mr. Gooding, or quite a good inanv, 
because he was a sheep man. They were afraid he would sign a bill 
repealing the 2-mile limit law if he was elected, although he was 
pledged not to. 

Mr. Van Cott. You stated, Mr. McConnelL that in early days in 
Idaho most of the people were Democrats. I wish you would give 
us, in a general way, the persuasion of the people from Democracy 
to Republicanism, and showing some of the causes for it, bearing 
particularly in mind, as you proceed, the Mormon Church. 

Mr. McConnell. The Republicans at one time made, the Mormon 
question an issue. I think I have the date here. I ask the Senator 
Dubois to correct me if I am wrong, because he remembers this per- 
haps better than I, for the reason tfiat he was our nominee. He 
was a Republican at that time, and we nominated him for Congress. 
I was with him, although at that time I did not live in Idaho; 1 
lived in Oregon. Having business in Idaho, I came up and assisted 
Mr. Dubois and the Republicans in that campaign by making 
speeches. 

I find that Mr. Dubois took his seat in Congress in 1887, on March 
4. So I presume the election in which we made the anti-Mormon 
fight was in 1886, the fall preceding the March when he took his seat. 

We succeeded in getting enough Democrats to unite with us to 
carry the then Territory Republican, and we held it Republican until 
Mr. Dubois and his following went with the Democrats as Silver 
Republicans on a fusion ticket in 1896. 

At the time the resolution was adopted by the Republicans in con- 
vention in 1892, it was seriously opposed by some of the delegates, 
notably the pr^nt Senator, Mr. Hey burn. I think their reason for. 
opposing it was that they thought by adding the increased Demo 
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cm tic vote, which would be delivered by the Mormons, we might 
possibly lose the State. 

Senator Dubois. Do you think that was Senator Heyburn's reason. 
Governor! 

Mr. McConnell. Well, it is one of his reasons. 

Senator Dubois. You would not give him credit for having any 
higher motive than that! 

Mr. McConnell. The higher motive might have been another 
reason. He might have had two reasons. 

Mr. Van Cott. Hadyou finished your answer, Mr. McConnell f 

Mr. McConnell. What else does it require? Is there anything 
else! J have forgotten. 

Mr. Van Cott. I asked you in regard to the persuasion of the 
people from Democracy to Republicanism, and to give some of the 
reasons, and you have proceeded this far in your answer. Are there 
any other reasons, ana I particularly invite your attention to the 
campaign of 1004 ? ~ 

Mr. McConnell. I think there were other reasons. Senator 
Dubois was in the campaign as a Republican. He adduced very 

food reasons why the people should vote the Republican ticket I 
id my best in that direction, and so did many other speakers. 
Mr. Van Cott. You do not mean that Senator Dubois was in the 
Republican campaign in 1904? 

Mr. McConnell. It was in 1894. He was on the canvass. He 
assisted in the election. 
Mr. Van Cott. In 1904? 
Mr. McConnell. I thought you said 1894. 

Mr. Tati.br. I thought the answer was responsive to the question. 
I thought you were pursuing the line, Mr. van Cott, as to how the 
State became Republican. 

Mr, Van Cott. Yes. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. But in 1894. 

Mr. McConnell. I thought you referred to 1894. 

Mr. Van Cott. Will you proceed with 1894, then, Mr. McConnell! 

Mr. McConnell, I have stated that Mr. Dubois was on the cam- 
paign and adduced very good reasons why the people of Idaho 
should vote the Republican ticket. We succeeded in carrying the 
State, at any rate. 

Mr. Van Cott. Will you mention the year when the State went 
Democratic on the silver question ? 

Mr. McConnell. 1890. 

Mr. Van Cott. Since that time Idaho has gone Republican? 

Mr. McConnell. Idaho went Republican two years ago. It was 
Democratic — I do not know what you call it 

Senator Dubois. Governor, I think you are giving me too much 
credit. 

Mr. McConnell. Oh, no. 

Senator Dubois. How did Idaho vote in 1892, immediately after 
the Republicans had given us statehood f 
Mr. McConnell. Republican. 
Senator Dubois. I beg your pardon. 
Mr, McConnell. In 1892? 
Senator Dubois. Refresh your memory. In 1892. 
Mr. McConnell. It went Republican on the State offices. 
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Senator Dubois. On the Presidential election! 
Mr. McConnell. It did not go Republican then, because there 
was fusion with the Populists. 
Senator Dubois. It voted for Weaver! 
Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Senator Dubois. And the Republican was a plurality party in 
1892! 

Mr. McConnell. Yes; that is right. 
Senator Dubois. And also in 1894? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir; and the Democrats were a minority 
party and the Populists a minority party; the Republican a plurality 
party. ' 

Senator Dubois. That is right. 

Mr. McConnell. They elected their State officers. 

Senator Dunois. But on the Presidential election it went for 
General Weaver? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Commencing with 1896, when the State went 
Democratic, will you give the reasons of the conversion to Republic- 
anism, bearing particularly in mind, as you proceed, and state 
whether or not the Mormon Church had anything to do with it. 

Mr. McConnell. Whether the Mormon Church had anything to 
do with turning the vote to the Republican party ? 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes, between 1896 and 1902. 

Mr. McConnell. I do not think as a church they did. I think as 
individuals they did. 

Mr. Van Cott. Proceed to give us a little of the detail of it. 

Mr. McConnell. Our State was prosperous in 1892 ? and when we 
elected a Democratic President the Republicans received an object 
lesson. People who had lived on the Pacific coast from childhood 
to manhood and womanhood had never known hard times such as 
followed the election of Mr. Cleveland, and many people who had 
been Democrats were looking about for some cause. Even Republic 
ans were wondering what the cause could be. 

It was finally determined that the demonetization of silver brought 
about those hard times. It was suggested and a great many people 
believed it ; for a time I thought perhaps it was so myself. I had 
heard it urged on the Senate floor in this building that silver was 
clandestinely demonetized ; that the demonetization of the metal had 
cut the money of final redemption in two and increased the purchasing 
power of gold. It was a reasonable argument to me. 

Senator McComas. Could we not have the silver question omitted 
and could you not answer the question more directly, the purpose of 
whicli is to show whether or not the Mormon Church or the Mormon 
people materially influenced the election. 

Mr. McConnell. I do not think they did more than other people. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did the people in Idaho who went with the Demo- 
cratic party on the silver question gradually come back to the Repub- 
lican party? 

Mr. McConnell. They did, many of them. 

Mr. Van Cott. How general was that by 1902, in your opinion? 

Mr. McConnell. It was sufficiently te eneral so that we elected a 
Republican governor and Republican State officers. 
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Mr. Vaw Cott. And. in your opinion, had more come back in this 
last campaign of 1904? 

Mr. MxjConnell. Yes, sir; very many more*. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, take the southeast counties of Idaho, which 
have been called the Mormon counties. In your opinion did all the 
Democrats there vote for the Democratic candidate for governor? 

Mr. McCon Nell. Did all the Democrats vote for the Democratic 
candidate for governor? 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes. 

Mr. McCon nell. No, sir ; I do not think they did. 
Mr. Van Cott. Would that make Mr. Gooding's plurality still 
larger? 
Mr. McConnell. It would. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were there reasons why Democrats in the south- 
eastern part of Idaho did not vote for the Democratic candidate for 
governor? 

Mr. McConnell. The reason why many Mormons who were Demo- 
crats did not vote for the Democratic candidate for governor was 
that Mr. Dubois styled them criminals. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were there any other reasons in the way the cam- 

Eaign was conducted that would" naturally keep Mormon Democrats 
pom voting? 

Mr. McConnell. I do not know that I understand the question. 
Mr. Van Cott. Read the question. 
The reporter read as follows: • 

" Mr. Van Cott. Were there any other reasons in the way the cam- 
paign was conducted that would naturally keep Mormon Democrats 
from voting? " 

Mr. McConnell. It was understood that the issue, the paramount 
issue, of the so-called Democratic party was the Mormon question. 
The campaign was conducted largely upon that issue, and all kinds 
of stories were circulated in regard to the Mormons, some of which 
were true and some of which undoubtedly were not true. The Mor- 
mon people were very much offended over this matter, and I presume 
many of them did not vote on that account. , 

I nave here the seventh biennial report of the secretary of state 
of the State of Idaho for the fiscal years 1903 and 1904, and it reveals 
that in Bear Lake County, which is one of the strong Mormon coun- 
ties, there were 338 who voted for the electors, Republican and Dem- 
ocratic, who did not vote for either candidate for governor. 

Mr. Van Cott. And in your opinion, what does that show ? 

Mr. McConnell. It shows that men would not vote for governor. 
They refrained from voting. They were Democrats, in my opinion, 
who would not vote for the Democratic candidate for governor on 
account of the position he took in the campaign. They were so par- 
tisan that they would not vote for the Republican governor, either. 

Mr. Van Cott. You spoke of the paramount issue. Did the 
Republicans limit their campaign simply to the Mormon question as 
you have designated it? 

Mr. McConnell. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. They had other issues? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. In a general way, can you state whether the 
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Republican party has gained more votes in Mormon counties or less 
than in Gentile counties from the year 1902 to 1904 ? 

Mr. McConnell. I have an abstract here which shows the result 
in the non-Mormon counties and in the Mormon counties for the last 
two elections. 

Between 190& and 1902 the increase in the Bepubliean vote in the 
six^Mormon counties was 21.2 per cent During the same time the 
increase in the anti-Mormon or non-Mormon counties was 20.3 per 
cent. 

Between the years 1902 and 1904 at the election in the southern 
counties, the increase in the Republican vote in the Mormon counties 
was 39.8 per cent and in the non-Mormon counties it was 31.8. 

Mr. Van Cott. What officers did you take for the purpose! 

Mr. McConnell. The governors. The six Mormon counties 
showed an increase of 39.8 in 1904, and the non-Mormon counties 
showed an increase of 31.8. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you analyzed the returns for the purpose of 
determining whether many people in Idaho voted for the Republican 
electors who did not vote for the Republican State ticket? 

Mr, McConnell. Yes ; a large number. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is the result of that? I just want to know 
whether they did or did not. 
Mr. McConnell. They did not 

Mr. Van Cott. In your opinion, how do the Mormons compare in 
number in Gentile counties with the number of Gentiles in Mormon 
counties? 

Mr. McConnell. There are more Gentiles in some of the Mormon 
counties than there are Mormons in any of the Gentile counties. 

Mr. Van Cott* I should like to have the total number* in your 
opinion. 

Mr. McConnell. I think there are a great many more Gentiles in 
the Mormon counties than there are Mormons in the Gentile counties. 
There can not be any question about that, I guess. 

Mr. Yak Cott. There was a resolution adopted by the Idaho legis- 
lature to amend the constitution of Idaho, and it has been stated in 
substance that the Mormon Church or Mormon officials had something 
to do with it I wish you would take up that subject and explain 
the reasons for that resolution and the amendment which had been 

{>roposed to the Idaho constitution; and so on; and whether the reso- 
ution which passed the Idaho legislature was simply in reference to 
the Idaho test oath, as it is called, or whether it was in reference to 
amending the Idaho constitution generally. 

Mr. McConnell. The resolution did not refer to the test oath. The 
resolution was simply looking to the calling of a constitutional con- 
vention to amend the constitution or adopt a new one. It had no 
reference whatever in its verbiage to the Mormons. 
Mr. Worthinoton. Or to polygamy t 
Mr. McConnell. Or to polygamists. 

Mr. Yak Cott. Before that time had there been amendments pro- 
posed to the Idaho constitution? 
Mr. McConnell, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And how often was that, or how general t 
Mr. McConnell. I think every session of the legislature provided 
lor the submission of some amendment, and perhaps more than one. 
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When we framed our constitution our population was small and our 
taxable property was small in the aggregate, and we aimed to frame 
a constitution which would permit of State government being con- 
ducted as cheaply as possible. 

For instance, we united the superintendent of schools with the pro- 
bate judge's office. That did not work satisfactorily. There was an 
amendment to the constitution which made the offices separate. We 
did not provide in our constitution for female suffrage. There was 
an amendment to the constitution providing for female suffrage. 

At the last election there was an amendment submitted looking 
to the extension of the terms of county commissioners to four years 
instead of two. It was defeated. 

The last Democratic platform, I think, promises two amendments. 
I think so [examining document]. 

" We favor the submission of a constitutional amendment to the 
people providing for the separate election, at a time other than a 
general election, of State and county officers, at which shall be elected 
the judges of the supreme and district courts and the county and 
State superintendents of schools." 

This was at the last Democratic convention. 

There are a number of people who would like the powers of the 
State land board increased. Our State land board have the con- 
trol of the money arising from the sale and rental of school lands* 
Their loan:? are limited to certain securities — improved farm lands 
at one-third their appraised value, exclusive of improvements. 

l^r. Van Cott. Was that one reason why they wanted to amend 
the constitution? That is all I care for. State whether that was a 
reason for it? 

Mr. McConnelu Yes, sir v 

Mr. Van Cott. Are the Mormons in, the minority in each of the 
political parties? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. And in the legislature of Idaho? 
Mr. McCoNNELii. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do the Mormons get everything they want in the 
political conventions and in the legislature of Idaho? 
Mr. McConnell. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. The Mormon people being in the minority in 
Idaho, do the people of Idaho do just as the Mormons desire? 

Mr. McConnell. I should think not. For instance, the Repub- 
licans have never named but one State officer who was a Mormon. 
That is the recent attorney-general, and he was not renominated. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is thatthe only instance? 

Mr. McConneuu That is the only instance I can recall where the 
Republicans have nominated a Mormon. 

Mr. Van Cott. Considerable attention was given to the sugar- 
bounty law which was passed by the Idaho legislature, it being said 
that the Mormons favored and procured its passage. I will ask you 
what was the general sentiment in Idaho among the people, outside 
of Mormons, regarding the sugar-bounty law ? 

Mr. McConnell. I only know that as expressed by the vote which 
passed the law-— the bounty act — it was not confined to the Mormons, 
ft was generally voted for. 

Mr. Van Cott. In places where the Mormons did not control! 
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Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Mr. Vaw Cott. I wish you would give your opinion as to what 
extent the Mormon Church has interferred, if at all, in your opinion, 
in politics, and as to the independence in politics of the Mormon peo- 
ple in voting, and their constancy in adhering to their party lines. 

Senator Pettus. Is that confined to any locality ? 

Mr. Wobthington. Idaho. 

Mr. Van Cott. Idaho. Mr. McConnell is speaking entirely of 
Idaho, Senator. 

Mr. McConnell. I have an opinion which was written by an emi- 
nent authority on this subject which I will be willing to give as my 
opinion also, in regard to that, because I fully concurred at the time 
with this opinion, and I still do. I think it was expressed very 
clearly and correctly. 

Senator McComas. You have been asked to give your own. 

Mr. McConnell. I will give this as my own, if it is permissible. 

"The change from the old condition of church solidarity was not 
instantaneous, rior could it be exerted by any other process than that 
of evolution — slow at times, and at times almost seeming to pause or 
even to retrograde — but in the lapse of years showing a steady move- 
ment toward the end of perfect political liberty for all the men and 
women who give their allegiance to the church. Looking back over 
the campaigns of recent years ? the mark of individual action is 

Slainly manifested upon every important event in the States where 
[ormons existed in sufficient numbers to make their political action 
noticeable. I will not question that strong men in the Mormon 
Church, of more or less prominence, assert their views in such a way 
as to make an overshadowing influence upon the minds of some of 
their followers. In some cases this may even be a matter of precon- 
eertion and calculation among the leading men, and in many other 
cases it may be but the result of enthusiasm in a political contro- 
versy which, as it grows warmer and warmer toward the close, makes 
greater and greater exertions upon the intense spirits on both sides. 

w But, in the main, the leading men of the Mormon Church, so far 
as my observation goes, have abstained from invoking ecclesiastical 
authority in the guidance of political events, and have been content 
to either remain quiescent, or even silent, in politics, or at most to 
assert themselves merely as individuals. And even in these cases 
where a charge of church interference would justly lie, if at all, it is 
a matter of congratulation that the people have expressed their own 
individual influence in their party councils and at the ballot boxes, 
and have neither sought nor heeded the attempted control of political 
matters by ecclesiastical power. My own observation is that minor 
church officials are more likely to attempt the use of this influence 
than the presidency of apostles. I call to mind two or three in- 
stances where men holding local authority in the church attempted 
to away their local elections by invoking the names of the leaders of 
the church, and when confronted by a demand for positive proof 
were compelled to acknowledge that they had no such instructions 
from the church headquarters at Salt Lake. 

" In my own fight lor reelection to the Senate it was a notorious 
fact that some local church officials in this State, and even some of the 
leaders of the church in Salt Lake, desired to defeat me. The remem- 
brance of that desire and the urgent and somewhat extraordinary 
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action which it permitted, is not so lasting with me as the remem- 
brance of the magnificent way in which the young Mormons in Idaho 
in many instances rallied to my support and worked boldly and man- 
fully for the vindication of not Only the principle which they thought 
I represented in national affairs, but for the maintenance of political 
freedom withiri the Commonwealth. 

" My own impression is that the church, having renounced the pur- 
pose of dictating to its members in political affairs, does not, as a 
church, now seek such dictation, and that the fight for church control 
and the fight against church control, as it was formerly waged, are 
alike forever ended in Utah and Idaho. A ground for such faith is 
found in the known wisdom of the Mormon leaders and in the superb 
individual strength of a majority of its followers. 

w Of all the people in the world the Mormons should feel a devoted 
allegiance to certain political principles now undor vital consideration 
in this country. The enfranchisement of mankind is dependent upon 
a reversal of that decree which has gone forth in all the lands of 
civilization in behalf of the gold standard, and in an essential sense 
the inter-mountain States are particularly dependent for their prog- 
ress upon the restoration of the unlimited right of silver to free mint- 
age on terms of equality with gold. A community whose entire teach- 
ings and experiences have tended to show that general poverty is an 
unnecessary condition will not now be won away from that political 
doctrine whose effects when carried into law will be the amelioration 
of the condition of toil, the giving of work to workers, and the insur- 
ance of proper rewards therefor. 

" While I was in the East I heard a great deal of talk concerning 
Utah and the surrounding States, where the Mormon people are par- 
ticularly strong. There seems to be an impression among some of 
the gold-standard advocates and some Republican politicians that the 
leaders of the church will carry Utah and Idaho particularly, and 
perhaps other States, over into the Republican' column either this 
year or in 1900. I have invariably expressed the belief that the lead- 
ers of the Mormon Church will make no such attempt — that they will 
not seek to coerce their followers^ and that the. followers will possess 
and will determinedly exert their individual freedom to carry out their 
views — and that under these circumstances it is an assured fact that, 
so far as the Mormon people are concerned, the intcrmountain States 
will remain in the ranks of bimetallism. It is important that they 
should thus remain, because when the faith shall flee from us I doubt 
if it will find any abiding place in the civilized world. The enemies 
of mankind, of the American people, will make every possible effort 
to subjugate some one or more of the intcrmountain States in the hope 
to use it as a horrible example for the States of the Middle West and 
South." - 

Senator McComas. Is that part of your opinion which you are now 
giving? 

Mr. McConnell. No, sir; I am giving this as the opinion of the 
gentleman ; what he said. 

Senator McComas. Do you give the part you are now reading as a 
part of your opinion ? 

Mr. McConnell. No, sir. My opinion is the gentleman was mis- 
taken in this respect. 
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Senator McComas. You adopted the Mormon part Are you now 
adopting the silver part? 

Mr. MoConnell. Not yet. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do not read any part 

Mr. MoOonnell. There are just a few lines more. 

Mr. Worthington. The silver part and the Mormon part are min- 
gled together. 

Mr. MoConnell. There are only a few lines more. 

** The Republican politicians are counting upon the destruction of 
tiie present silver leaders in Congress, and they will bend every 
energy to that end. But it is with absolute faith that I look forward 
to the issue, believing in the will of the men and women of the inter- 
mountain region, and knowing that Mormon and Gentile alike will 
assert their individual choice at the ballot box and will carry their 
elections for human liberty, both economic and political." 

Senator Pbttub. Who wrote that? 

Mr. Mc Con nell. This is copied from an interview with Senator 
Dubois published in the Salt Lake Tribune of May 28, 1898. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know of Mormon bishops being in both 
political parties f 

Mr. MoConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Van Cott. What is your opinion about the constancy of the 
Mormon people in adhering to their party lines? 

Mr. McCon Nell. I think they are very constant The old Mdr- 
mons whom I found in the southeastern part of Idaho who were 
Democrats before the test oath became a law are, many of them, very 
rank Democrats yet, so much so that if the platforms or the candi- 
dates do not suit them they will stay away from the polls rather 
than vote for a Republican. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether Mr. Budge, the gentleman 
who testified here, has been beaten in his own county tor any political 
office? 

Mr. MoConnell. It is my understanding that he has been. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is the public sentiment, as you know it, in 
tile Mormon counties, regarding the practice of polygamy? • 

Mr. MoConnell. The great nulk of the Mormons in the counties 
of our State are opposed to the polygamous relation. But a very small 
proportion of them ever practiced it A good many of our Mormon 
people are the sons and daughters of old people who went to Salt Lake 
uity in the early days. They married young, as a rule. They courted 
their wives the same as other young men do, and the man who loves 
his wife does not want another wife. That is the doctrine with them. 
And even among the old Mormons, they are not all polygamists. I 
remember very distinctly a conversation with ex-Congressman Glenn, 
the last Democratic Congressman from Idaho, and his lady — his wife. 

Mr. Van Cott. Does that represent public sentiment? 

Mr. MoConnell. It does. Her father and mother were Mor- 
mons — Mrs. Glenn's father and mother were Mormons. His name 
was Jones. And after" they had been living several years in Moni- 
pelier and had accumulated a little property, Brigham Young came 
mere and visited them and dined with the family. At dinner he said : 
"Brother Jones, you are now getting well fixed in this world's goods. 
It Is tuna you had another wife." And Mrs. Jones said: " Brother 
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Brigham, we came here poor; we worked like slaves to build up our 
home and accumulate a little property: and if Mr. Jones wants 
another wife he can take her and go with her. He shall not bring her 
here." 

Mr. Van Cott. What was ex-Congressman Glenn — a Mormon or a 
gentile? 

Mr. McConnell. A gentile. His wife was a Mormon. It was she 
who told me this. 
Mr. Van Cott. Are you any relation to William E. Borah? 
Miv McConnell. I am his father-in-law. 

Mr, Van Cott. Do you know, at the time Senator Hey burn was 
elected United States Senator, as to the number of votes he received 
on the last ballot and the number of votes that Mr. Borah received on 
the last ballot? 

Mr. McConnell. I do not remember the entire vote. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you remember the Mormon votes that were 
received by each ? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. What were they? 

Mr. McConnell. Mr. Heyburn, I believe, received four Mormon 
votes and Mr. Borah seven. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you any interest in this matter, Mr. McCon- 
nell, other than as a citizen of Idaho? I refer to this protest against 
Mr. Smoot. 

Mr. McConnell. My entire interest is as a citizen of Idaho. I 
think the agitation of this question, as it has been presented to the 
public, has damaged our State both morally and materially, and I am 
interested that the truth should be brought out. If there are guilty 
men, let them be punished. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion as to whether polygamy is 
increasing or decreasing in the State of Idaho? 

Mr. McConnell. It is decreasing. 

Mr. Van Cott. What evidence have you of that? 

Mr. McConnell. As the years go by the old men are dying, and 
the old ladies, and I do not think there are any new polygamous 
mn rriages being contracted. I have very good evidence of that fact, 
if I would be permitted to use that evidence— — 

Mr. Van Cotjt. Probably not just at present. 

Mr. Tayleh. That is all we want — evidence. If you have any- 
thing of that sort, give it 

Mr. McConnell. I think I have. 

Mr. Van Cott. I do not object, Mr. McConnell, to anything Mr. 
Tayler may desire. 

Mr. Tayler. This is evidence, I understand. It seems to be of a 
less high type than what he has given us, according to his own view 
of it. 

Mr. McConnell. I hold in my hand the Congressional Record of 
February 5, 1908. I have the expression of Senators who gave their 
testimony — not as testimony, but as gentlemen and Senators— in 
which it was expressed by a prominent authority as follows : 

" Various causes operated to cause the Mormons to abandon polyg- 
amy. There was a reeling among the younger members of the Mor- 
mon Church " 
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Hie Chairman. Let me ask you, Governor, whose speech are you 
reading from? 
Mr. McCon nell. That of Senator Dubois. 
Senator Dubois. What year was it? 
Mr. McConnell. 1003. 
Senator Dubois. Before some committee t 
Mr. Worthington. In the Senate. 
Senator Dubois. Oh, a speech in the Senate. 
Mr. McConnell. It was in the, Senate. 

Mr. Tayler. I do not think we ought to take up time with what is 
in the Record here. 
The Chairman. That is in the Record ? 

Mr. Worthington. We have in the record here what Mr. Jackson 
and Mr. Balderston and Mr. Cobb came here and told us people out 
there had told them. 

Senator McComas. These are our own records. 

Mr. Van Cott. We did not ask for this. Mr. Tayler did. 

Mr. Tayler. I did not ask for this. I asked for evidence; double 
leaded, emphasized evidence; that is what I have been waiting for all 
morning. 

Mr. Worthington. We have had here the opinions, at second or 
third hand, of a great many people in Idaho. 

The Chairman. Will it not be satisfactory - to both sides, if it is 
material, to refer to the Congressional Recordf by page ? 

Senator McComas. Neither side seems to want it I think it had 
better go out. 

Mr. WOkMinoton. I think it had better go in. It will be much 
more convenient for the committee to have it embraced in its own 
record. 

Mr. Tayler. Let it go in. 

Senator Dubois. Personally, I should like to have it go in. I am 
very proud of that speech, and they have garbled it a great deal. I 
should like to have it go in. 

The Chairman. What is the date of the Record! 

Mr. McConnell. February 5, 1903. 

The Chairman. What page? 

Mr. MoConnell. 1853. 

The Chairman. The remarks of Senator Dubois in the Senate! 

Mr. McConnell. In the Fifty-seventh Congress, second session. 
There was a running 

The Chairman. Let that be copied and put into the record. 

Mr. Worthington. May we not have the privilege which was 
accorded the other side of putting it in the record ? 

The Chairman. Very well ; let it go in. But do not take the time 
of the committee to* read it 

Mr. McConnell. If I may be permitted to say, not as evidence, but 
merely as a remark, I would like to say that the remarks made by Sen- 
ator Dubois at that time had a great deal of influence and weight in 
our recent elections. 

The matter referred to is as follows; 

[Oongrmlonal Record, February ft, 1MB, p. 1888, #t seq.] 

u Mr- Dubois. ♦ * * Various causes operated to cause the Mor- 
mons to abandon polygamy. There was a feeling among the younger 
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members of the Mormon Church, and a very strong feeling, that 
polygamy should be done away with. So here was this pressure 
within the church against polygamy and the pressure bv the Gov- 
ernment from outside the churcn against polygamy. In 1891,1 think 
it was, the president bf the Mormon Church issued a manifesto declar- 
ing that thereafter there should be no polygamous marriages anywhere 
in the Mormon Church. The Mormons were then called together in 
one of their great conferences, where they meet by the thousands. 
This manifesto was issued to them by the first presidency, which 
is their authority; was submitted to them, and all the Mormon people 
ratified and agreed to this manifesto, doing away with polygamy 
thereafter. 

" The Senator from Maine [Mr. Hale] will recall that I came here 
as a Senator from Idaho shortly after that, and the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Piatt] will recall how bitter and almost intemperate 
I was in my language before his committee and on the floor of the 
other House in the denunciation of these practices of the Mormon 
Church. But after that manifesto was issued, in common with all 
of the Gentiles of that section who had made this fight, we said : 
4 They have admitted the right of our contention and say now, like 
children who have been unruly, we will obey our parents and those 
who have a right to guide us; we will do those things no more.' 
Therefore we could not maintain our position and continue punishing 
them unless it was afterwards demonstrated that they would not 
comply with their promise. 

"After a few years in Idaho, where the fight was the hottest and 
the thickest, we wiped all of those laws from our statute books which 
aimed directly at the Mormon people; and to : day the laws on the 
statute books of Idaho against pofygamy and kindred crimes are 
less stringent than in almost any other State in the Union. I live 
among those people; and, so far as I know, in Idaho there has not 
been a polygamous marriage celebrated "since that manifesto was 
issued, and I have yet to find a man in Idaho or anywhere else who 
will say that a polygamous marriage has been celebrated anywhere 
since the issuance of that manifesto. 

" Mr. Hale. Then, it must follow from that, as the years go by 
and as the older people disappear, polygamy as a practice will be 
practically removed. ; ,. 

"Mr. Dubois. There is no question about it; and I will say to 
the Senator, owing to the active part which we took in that fierce 
contest in Idaho, I with others who had made that fight thought 
we were justified' in making this promise to the Mormon people. 
We had no authority of law, but we took it upon ourselves to 
assure them that those older men who were living in the polyg- 
amous relation, who had growing families which they had reared 
and were rearing before the manifesto was issued, and at a time 
when they thought they had a right under the Constitution to 
enter into polygamous relation — that those older men and women 
and their children should not be disturbed; that the polygamous 
man should be allowed to support his numerous wives and their 
children. The polygamous relations, of course, should not continue, 
but we would not compel a man to turn his families adrift. We 
promised that the older ones, who had contracted those relations 
before the manifesto was issued, would not be persecuted by the 
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Oentiles; that time would be riven for them to pass away, but 
that the law would be strenuously enforced against any polygamous 
marriage which might be contracted in the future." 

• . * * * * » * 

"Mr. Hale. Does the Senator think — and he has large intelli- 
gence about this and near-by States and Territories — that a like 
condition affecting the church and its sway and its influence and 
the allegiance to it exists to-day to any extent in New Mexico and 
Arizona as it does in Idaho— -not the practice of polygamy by polyg- 
amous marriage in the future, but the deep-seated, overruling law 
and control of the Mormon Church, which the Senator has so 
well described in Idaho? Does he think that condition exists to 
a more or less degree in the two Territories which are the subjects 
of this discussion! 

"Mr. Dubois. It exists in those two Territories in exactly the 
same degree that it exists in Wyoming, Utah, and Idaho, and every 
other place where there are Mormon people. 

"Mr. Beveridge. May I ask the Senator a question? 

"Mr. Dubois. Certainly. 

" Mr. Beveridge. Does the Senator know whether or not there 
is on the statute books of either of these Territories any law in 
force at present against polygamy ? 

" Mr. Dubois. I do not know and I do not care. 

"Mr. Beveridge. I should be glad to have the information if 
the Senator has it. I do care. 

" Mr. Dubois. I have stated as plainly as I can that there is not any 
polygamy. So what is the use of having a law against something that 
does not exist? 

" Mr. Beveridgb. The question is, then, What is the use of putting 
in the bill a prohibition against polygamous marriages? 

" Mr. Dubois. There is not any particular use. If my statement 
on that point is not true, of course none of my statements are true. 
I mean my statement that polygamous marriages are not sanctioned 
or contracted by the Mormon Church. 

44 Mr. Wabeen. Will the Senator allow me? 

"The Pbesident pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Wyoming? 

" Mr. Dubois. Yea 

" Mr. Warren. I have no desire to correct the Senator in his state- 
ments regarding Mormon Church affairs or the Mormon people in 
Idaho, nor do I desire to define conditions in Arizona or New Mexico; 
but I wish to say that in my experience of thirty-five years in Wyo- 
ming I have known no difference between the Mormon Church and 
any other church so far as politics have been concerned or the part the 
Mormon people have taken in political affairs. If at any time there 
has been a political condition there that has caused those seeking or 
those enjoying office to show subservience to the Mormon Church or to 
unduly ask that church's influence, I do not know of it. 

" We all know that other churches— the Presbyterian, the Metho- 
dist, the Catholic, and all the great denominations— have a certain 
influence in elections, great or small according as they predominate 
in different localities; and our experience in Wyoming has been that 
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the Mormon people stand exactly as the people of other religious 
faiths in regard to politics and the exercise of tneir suffrage. 

"The Mormons of Wyoming never have been polygamists, have 
not been an indolent or an immoral people, but on the contrary have 
been and are industrious, moral, frugal, and thrifty, and are a desir- 
able and good class of citizens. If there are Mormon settlements in 
New Mexico and Arizona, and if these settlements increase, I am of 
the opinion that the Mormons there will form the same desirable class 
of citizens as we find them in Wyoming," 

"Mr. Rawlins. * * * The Mormon Church had maintained 
the institution and practice of polyganiv. In Utah it had held 
absolute dominion politically in local affairs. Party politics were 
church and antichurch. But in 1890, for various reasons, the pres- 
ident of the Mormon Church, almost if not quite professing to 
speak by divine authority, proclaimed to the Mormon people and 
to the world that there should be a cessation of the practice of polyg- 
amy, and that the hand of the church would be taken out of political 
matters, and that the Mormon people, like other people, would be 
free to exercise their own preferences in regard to politics and polit- 
ical parties. 

" This solemn declaration was affirmed and approved by a Mor- 
mon conference, embracing all the organizations of the church. The 
non-Mormons in Utah accepted that pledge as one made in good 
faith, and those who had been violently opposed to the Mormon 
Church and polygamy withdrew opposition to the admission of Utah 
to the Union as a State. 

" So when I presented the bill to the House, Utah, by reason of her 
population ana her wealth being otherwise entitled to admission, 
Congress enacted the necessary legislation and Utah came into the 
Union as a State. 

" Now, it is true that old polygamous relations have, in a way, been 
maintained. Perhaps in some few instances, very exceptional and 
rare, there have l>een in Utah and elsewhere, by Mormons, polygamous 
marriages contracted. Perhaps that pledge made by the Mormon 
Church in regard to polygamy has ? as fully as might have been 
expected in view of all the conditions, been complied with; but 
men possessed of political power and influence, in spite of any pledge 
to the contrary, are not likely to surrender that power. It seems not 
to be human nature. The Mormon leaders during the Territorial 
days held political power and dominion. While they said to the 
Mormon people, 4 You are free to make your political preference, 
to vote as you please,' these leaders were subjected to importunities 
by politicians, or perhaps by parties in some instances, by persons 
aspiring to political office, to employ that influence in their behalf. 
That has been our trouble in Utah,' and it will continue to be our 
trouble in Utah." 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know of any new polygamous marriages 
in Idaho since the manifesto was issued in 1890? 
Mr, McConnbll. I do not. 

Mr. Worthington. I should like to ask you one question. You 
are from Latah County, I believe? 
Mr, McConnbll. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Jackson, on pages 213 and 214 of volume 
2 of the record, testified in this way : 
8. Doc. 480, 69-1 , vol 2— 33 
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" I can not tell you what the actual fact is, because I am getting this 
information from conversations with the Republican leaders who 
were favorable to Governor Morrison, and tney said t/O me that 
Latah County had been instructed for Governor Morrison. What 
the actual fact is — what the resolution of the county convention may 
have been — I do not know." 

Now, can you tell us whether that is a fact? Did Latah instruct 
for Morfisoir? — 

Mr. McConnell. I was not present at the convention, but it was 
my understanding that Latah County was not instructed for Mor- 
rison. But Congressman French is here, and he can give you the 
exact facts, ,. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You said in general terms that there had been 
a discussion of a good many constitutional amendments in Idaho, 
did you not? Did those amendments relate to polygamy or the test 
oath, or to other matters? 

Mr. Mc Con nell. To other matters. 

Mr. Worthinoton. That is all. 

The Chairman. Mr. Tayler, have you any questions to ask? 
Mr. Tayler. Mr. McConnell, you say tnat no plural marriages 

have occurred in Idaho * 

Mr. McConnell. To my knowledge 

Mr. Tayler. To your knowledge? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. How far do you live from the region where plural 
marriages would occur if they did occur? 



Church. There are occasional plural marriages outside of the Mor- 
mon Church. 
Mr. Tayler. You know about those? 
Mr. McConnell. I know of some of them. 

Mr. Tayler. But you do not know of any inside or outside in the 
Mormon Church ? 
Mr. McConnell. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. So that plural marriage, so far as your knowledge 
goes, is practiced in Idaho only by gentiles. 

Mr. McConnell. I do not know that only by hearsay. 

Mr. Tayler. Oh, but you do not know of any plural marriages in 
the Mormon Church, by hearsay even f 

Mr. McConnell. Only since this testimony has been brought out 
here~-since I have seen it printed. 

The Chairman. I did not hear your answer to Mr. Tayler's inquiry 
as to how far you live from the locality. 

Mr. Tayler. I wasjust going to ask that that question be answered. 

Mr. McConnell. Really^ I could not give you the distance; but it 
is 260 or 800, maybe 500, miles<i 

Mr. Tayler. How long would it take you to get from your town to 
the heart of the Mormon region of Idaho ? 

Senator McComas. Bear Lake. 

•Mr. McConnell. It would take twenty-four hours ; more than that, 
perhaps. 
Mr. Tayler. TMrto-six hours ? 
Mr. McConnell. Thirty-six, I think. 




marriages I mean in the Mormon 
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Mr, Tayler. So that practically you are about as far from the Mor- 
mon part of Idaho as from here to Omaha ? 
Mr. McConnell, Yes. 
Mr. Tayler. Practically? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, so far. as time is concerned, 
Mr, Tayler. You think that the Mormon people in Idaho are the 
best people in it, do you ? 
Mr. McConnell. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. When did they cease to be the best people in it? 
There was a time when they were, you said. 
Mr. McConnell. Among the best. 

Mr. Tayler. No, I did not understand you to say that. I under- 
stood you to say they were the best people there. 

Mr. McConnell. I should like to have it read by the stenographer, 
if I said so, 

Mr. Tayler. That the others were a pokor- playing people. 

Mr. McConnell. I said that concerning the legislature, not the 
people; the members of the legislature. 

Mr. Tayler. Let us say the legislature, then. Your language re- 
ferred to the legislature ? 

Mr. McConnell. Solely to the people I met in the Idaho legisla- 
ture in 1882. 

Mr. Tayler. In 1882? At that time the Mormon members were the 
best members, morally and generally speaking? 

Mr, McConnell. Taking it as a whole. 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. When did that cease to be true 

Mr, McConnell. The Mormon members 

Mr. Tayler. That the Mormons were the best people in the legis- 
lature? 

Mr. McConnell, There are Mormons in the Idaho legislature 
to-day — - , 
Mr. Tayler. Undoubtedly- — 

Mr. McConnell. And observation will reveal to anyone who has 
the time or the interest to look it up, that they will pay attention to 
their business more closely and will be farther away from immorality 
than the entire mass of the gentiles. While the majority of all the 
members will be good, yet there will be men elected from certain 
counties who have not that moral restraint thrown around them that 
, we would expect. 

Mr. Tayler. So that even now the average Mormon is a better man 
and a better legislator than the average gentile in the Idaho legis- 
lature? 

Mr, McConnell. Yes, sir; that is my belief. 

Mr. Tayler. So that, as a matter of government, your view would 
bo served if the Mormons controlled the legislature absolutely ? 

Mr. McConnell. If what? 

Mr. Tayler. I think my question was right clear. 

Mr. McConnell. It may be to you, but I do not understand it 

Mr. Tayler. So that, accordingly your view, the public good would 
be served if they were all Mormons? 

Mr. McConnell. So far as morals are concerned, yes; but not so 
far as the benefit of the State is concerned, 

Mr. Tayler. Why? 
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Mr. McCon n ell. Because one portion of the State, as I have hith- 
erto informed you, is so rempte from the other that our business 
interests they do not understand. 

Mr. Tayler. So that it is only a mere matter of geography that 
suggests the impropriety of having all the members of the legislature 
Mormons? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes; a general knowledge of business affairs. 

Mr. Tayler. Otherwise it would make for righteousness if the 
Mormons were in control? [A pause.] It will take you too long 
to answer that question. You say that you were a kind of honorary 
member of the legislature in 1882 — that is, you had a place at a desk 
on the floor. Is that right? Was that the time? 

Mr. McConnell. I was at that time president of the Oregon State 
senate. 

Mr. Tayler. Oregon State what? 

Mr. McConnell. Oregon State senate. Oregon had not any lieu- 
tenant governor, I was president of the senate, and as such I was 
honored by being granted the privileges of the floor of the Idaho 
council. 

Mr. Tayler. At that time a proposition was before the legislature 
of Idaho making a certain qualification for what — suffrage? 
Mr. McConnell. Suffrage. 
Mr. Tayler. Or office? 
Mr. McConnell. Suffrage. 

Mr. Tayler. Intending to disqualify a person who was living in 
polygamy? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes. t 

Mr. Tayler. And you suggested to a Mormon—was it a Mormon 
who sat next to you ? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes. . 

Mr. Tayler. That that ought to be amended by adding to it any 
person who was guilty of illicit intercourse. Is that the thought? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes; I suggested that. 

Mr. Tayler. It was your view that that was the way it ought to be 
amended? 
Mr. McConnell. Not my view. 

Mr. Tayler. If enacted at all, it ought to be amended in that way ? 

Mr. McConnell. I suggested this as a test of the good faith of 
these men, to ascertain whether they were really working in the inter- 
est of firood morals. ; 

Mr. Tayler. So that, according to your view, there was no dis- 
tinction to be made between an ordinary case of unlawful cohabita- 
tion, such as might occur in any community, and a case of polygamous 
cohabitation. You distinguish not at all between those two acts, do 
you? 

Mr. McConnell. I do. 
Mr. Tayler. Oh, you do. 
Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. How could you test the good faith? What is your 
distinction? 1 

Mr. McConnell. My distinction is that a man who takes a girl 
as a plural wife and provides for her and her children is far more 
honorable than tie man who seduces his neighbor's daughter or 
wife and then abandons her to the world. 

Mr. Tayler. Then, as a moral act, there is a distinction and a 
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difference between the two. As a moral act you make a distinction 
between the two! 
Mr. McConnell. I do. 

Mr. Tayler. Now, this was intended to deal not with the subject 
of punishment for an immoral act, tut with the subject of the right to 
vote. 

Mr. McConnell. It carried punishment. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you mean that there was ever a law in Idaho 
against unlawful conabitation ? 

Mr. McConnell. There is a law against bigamy and lewd cohabi- 
tation. 

Mr. Tayler. But let us not get away from the point.* l^his pro- 
posed act intended to disfranchise persons who were guilty of polyga- 
mous cohabitation. Is that right? . 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. I am merely after your point of view on this general 
subject, 
Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you distinguish between an act which is merely 
immoral and criminal and one which is not only immoral and 
criminal, but is also done because, according to the view of the person 
who does it, he does it because of an obligation which God has laid 
upon him and which no law of the land can dissolve or interfere 
with? 

Mr. McConnell, I certainly do. 

Mr. Tayler. Would you not discover a very different sense of pro- 
priety that would suggest that you should disfranchise a man who 
puts that kind of an obligation above the law, as compared with an 
act which is merely immoral, such as occurs in any community? 

Mr. McConnell. I stated in my testimony that in my conversa- 
tion with Bishop Robinson I said I was not prepared to say that it 
would be the proper thing to disfranchise all adulterers ; that I 
was a Gentile, and we believed that polygamy was bigamy or adul- 
tery, but I thought it was class legislation. 

Mr. Tayler. You thought it was class legislation ? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir; it occurred to me as such. 

Mr. Tayler. You thought it was class legislation to say that a 
man who did that act in defiance of law, because he said he was above 
the law, should be disfranchised. Is that your view ? 

Mr. McConnell. The man who does the other is defying the law. 

Mr. Tayler. Is he? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That is to say, he does it because he is above the law 
and the law does not speak to him? 

Mr. McConnell. He does it because he does not think he will be 
caught at it. • ■ 

Mr. Tayler. Exactly. Do you understand he does it because God 
Almighty approves it? 

Mr. McConnell. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler* Do you understand that he does it, and does it in spite 
of the law, because the law has no right to interfere with his free- 
dom, and he protests against if? 

Mr. McConnell. I think that the man who does something con- 
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scientiously, believing that it is the law of God, and that he carries 
into effect what he deems the mandate of Providence, is far more 
honorable than the man who goes out and betrays a confiding woman 
and abandons her to the scorn of the world. 

Mr, Tayler. I know ; but we are talking now of the matter of 
suffrage and of government We are talking of the right to vote — 
the right to participate in government. Do you think a man who 
holds himself above the law, Who declares tnat he recognizes and 
obeys obligations with respect to matters that are above the, eyes of 
all laws, ought to participate in government— make laws? 

Mr. McConnell. If he persist in violating the law we do not per- 
mit him to partake in the jgovernment in our State. 

Mr. Tayler. If he persists? 

Mr. McConnell* No polygamist to-day has the right to vote or 
hold office in Idaho. 
Mr. Tayler. Does he do it? 

Mr. McConnell. I think perhaps it may be. I do not know that 
(hey vote. I do not know. 

Mr. Tayler. You are a prominent Republican of Idaho. Did you 
ever hear of William Budge? 

Mr. McConnell (after a pause). Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you hesitate because you could not bring your 
memory quickly to bear upon his identity ? 

Mr. McConnell. I hesitated as to voting. I do not know really 
who registers down there. 

Mr. Tayler. I only asked you if you have ever known of William 
Budge? 

Mr. McConnell. I do know. Mr. Budge. 

Jtfr* ^yler. You have known him well for years? 

Mr, McConnell. Yes, sir. '.' 

Mr. Tayler. He is a very prominent Republican, is he not? 
Mr, McConnell. Yes, sir; in his county. 

Mr. Tayler. Is he not the leading Republican Mormon of the 
State? 

Mr. McConnell. I think he would aspire to that distinction. 
Mr. Tayler. Have you ever heard that he was a polygamist? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You said a while ago in your direct examination, 
w Let a man who violates the law be punished." 1 You never under- 
took to punish William Budge ? 

Mr. McConnell. I do not live in that county. I live 500 miles 
away. 

Mr. Tayler. So it is like the tariff question, a local one? 

Mr. McConnell.-. If you will permit me, or the committee will, I 
will refer to the opinion as expressed by gentlemen who are familiar 
with this subject as to what the conditions were in Idaho when it was 
admitted as a State, or I will do it in my own language. 

The Chairman. Let me suggest to you that the question was if you 
knew William Budge? 

Mr. McConnell. I do. 

'the Chairman. Now wait for another question. Is there a fur- 
ther question, Mr. Tayler? 
Mr. Tayler. Did you ever hear of his being a polygamist? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Taylsr. Have you known of it for yearn 
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Mr. McConnell. Not personally. 
Mr. Tayler. Oh. 

Mr. McConnell. I have no doubt as to the fact 

Mr. Tayler. That is what I was getting at. I was not asking for 
any more intimate knowledge of it than that. You have never 
heard of anybody denying him the right to vote? 

Mr. McConnellt I have never heard of the methods employed in 
those counties. 

Mr, Tayler. Have you ever heard of his being denied the right to 
vote? 

Mr. McConnell. I never did. 

Mr. Tayler. Was he in either legislative body when you were 
governor? * 
Mr. McConnell. I think not. 
Mr. Tayler. He was in the senate later on ? 
Mr. McConnell! I think so. 

Mr. Tayler. No objection was made, as you understand it, to his 
sitting in the Senate? 
Mr. McConnell. I think not. 

Mr. Tayler. Although the constitution in specific terms forbids 
and disqualifies a polygamist from holding office? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Did you appoint him a regent of the State Uni- 
versity, Governor? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

The Chairman. When did you appoint him regent of the Univer- 
sity I 

Mr. McConnell. I think perhaps 1895 ; I am not sure. 

The Chairman. 1895? 

Mr. McConnell. I think so. 

The Chairman. Was he a polygamist at that time, as you under- 
stood?, 

Mr. McConnell. I do not remember whether I understood at that 
time he was or was not. I never knew who those polygamists were 
until this recent agitation. * '* 

Mr. Tayler. Then there may be lots more of them of whom you 
have not heard ? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. I should like to ask you when did you first hear 
that he was a polygamist ? 

Mr. McConnell. I could not positively state when. I am not sure 
about that. 

The Chairman. Have you not known that he has been a polyga- 
mist; and that it has been generally understood that he was a polyga- 
mist, and had been for many years? 

Mr. McConnell. I do_ not know that I ever heard it distinctly 
charged that he was a polygamist until this agitation a year or so ago 
came up. 

The Chairman. You knew nothing about it before that? 

Mr. McConnell. I never inquired. 

The Chairman. No ; that is not the question. 

Mr. McConnell. I knew nothing about it 
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The Chairman. You knew nothing about the general speech of the 
people in regard to that subject! 

Mr. McConnell. No; I do noc know that I ever knew the general 
expression of the people that he was a Mormon. 

The Chairman. I aid not ask you about being a Mormon. 

Mr. McConnell. Or a polygamist. 

The Chairman. Have you anything further, Mr. Tayler? 

Mr. Tayler. There is nothing further. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was Mr. Budge ever in the State senate of Idaho? 
Mr. McConnell. I think he was. I think he was elected. 
Senator McComas. He so testified. 
Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Senator Dubois. Have you held any public offices besides those you 
have mentioned? 

Mr. McConnell. Have I? 

Senator Dubois. Yes. 

Mr. McConnell. I do not remember. 

Senator Dubois." Were you not appointed Indian inspector? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes; I Was appointed Indian inspector. 

Senator Dubois. When? 

Mr. McConnell. In 1896, 1 believe. 

Senator Dubois. By whom ? 
" Mr. McConnell. President McKinley. 

Senator Dubois. How long did you serve? • 

Mr. McConnell. Four years. I was also president of the Trans- 
Mississippi Congress two sessions. I forgot u> mention that. 

Senator Dubois. Have you the Democratic platform with you? 

Mr. McConnell. The one to which I referred. Would you like to 
take it? 

Mr. WotfrHtNOTON. Is that the one with the antipolygamy resolu- 
tion in it, or the one without it? 

Mr. McConnell. It has the antipolygamy plank, but not the 
sheep plank. v 

Senator Dubois. I wish you would read the antipolygamy plank. 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir; I have read it many times to our 
people. 

Mr. Tayler. I think it is not the antipolygamy plank that was 
eliminated, but the, sheep plank. 
Mr. Worthinoton. It was the sheep plank. 
Mr. McConnell. The sheep plank. 
Senator Dubois. The antipolygamy plank is short. 
Mr. McConnell. I will read it: 

" We demand the extermination of polygamy and unlawful cohabi- 
tation within the State of Idaho, and the complete separation of 
church and state in political affairs. We pledge the Democratic 
party to enact such legislation as will effectually suppress such evils." 

Senator Dubois. It was on account of that plank that the Mormons 
voted against the Democratic party ? 

Mr. McConnell. It would not be fair to say that. • A great many 
Democrats voted against their party in the last election. 

Senator Dubois. I mean Mormons? 

Mr. McConnell. It would not be fair to say that it was only on 
account of this, because we have very good Democrats in our county 
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who have alwajrs voted the Democratic ticket, and who did not vote 
this time. 

Senator Dubois, I mean Mormon Democrats. Is it not a well - 
recognized fact that Mormon -Democrats refused to indorse that, 
plank in the various county conventions? 

Mr. McConnell. I think they did. That is my information. 

Senator Dubois. On account of that plank they voted against the 
Democratic candidate for governor? 1 mean the Mormons; I am 
not talking about the gentiles. > J 

Mr. McConnell. Ido not think so entirely. I think your asser- 
tion that they were all criminals had more to do with it than this 
plank. 

Senator Dubois. That is personal. I never heard of that before. 
I did not know you had used that letter. I was not a candidate for 
office. I was not running for any office. 

Mr. McConnell. I was aware of that. I was not, either. You 
told me that. 

Senator Dubois. So that they could not vote against me. 

Mr. Worthington . They could not do what? 

Senator Dubois. They could not vote against me. Is it not a well- 
known fact that the Mormon delegates who comprised the large num- 
ber of the Democratic convention stated openly that we would lose 
every Mormon vote if we put that plank in our platform? We had 
two debates over it. 

Mr. McConnell. I was not in the Mormon counties at all during 
the campaign. 

Senator Dubois. It is a matter of current history that the Mormons 
voted against the Democratic party, and announced they would, on 
account of that plank. 

Mr, McConnell. It is a matter of record that they did not vote 
against the Democratic party. They kept from voting at all. I have 
the record here. , x 

Senator Dubois. How long is it since you have been in those Mor- 
mon counties? 

Mr. McConnell. Two years, except to go through on the railroad. 
Senator Dubois. You never did live down there? 
Mr. McConnell. No, sir. 

Senator Dubois. You never went through there except on business, 
political or otherwise ? 
Mr. McConnell. No, sir. 

Senator Dubois. You never stayed any considerable length of time 
in any particular locality there ? 
Mr. McConnell. No, sir. 

Senator Dubois. You went there the same as I go to North Idaho, 
about? 

Mr. McConnell. I went there more than you do to northern 
Idaho, because when I made the tour lecturing through that country 
it took me quite a considerable length of time— — 

Senator Dubois. That was a good many years ago? 

Mr, McConnell. Yes ; that was in 1894 ; 1893 and 1894. 

Senator Dubois, You have not had occasion to go there in the last 
few years? 

Mr. McConnell. No, sir. 

Senator Dubois. That is all. 
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The Chairman. The committee will take a recess until 2 o'clock 
this afternoon. 

Thereupon (at 11 o'clock and 55 minutes a. m.) the committee took 
a recess until 2 o'clock p. m. 

AFTER RECESS. 

The committee reassembled at the expiration of the recess. j 
TESTIMONY 0* WIIXUM J. McCOlfHELL — Continued, j 

William J. McConnell, having been previously sworn, exam- 
ined and testified as follows: 

The Chairman. Have you any further questions to ask this wit- 
ness? 

Mr. Van Cot*. Yes, sir; a few. Mr. McConnell, have you been in 
a favorable position to have heard if any new polygamous marriages 
have taken place in Idaho since the manifesto in 1890? 

Mr. McConnell. I think so. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was there any public sentiment in Idaho in refer- 
ence to the prosecution of simply unlawful cohabitation? 

Mr. McConnell. It was understood and agreed when we adopted 
our State constitution and were admitted to statehood, that these old 
Mormons who had plural families would be allowed to support their 
wives and children without molestation. It was agreed by all parties, 
Democrats and Republicans alike, that they should be allowed to drift 
along. We could, under the law^have prosecuted these people and 
perhaps have sent them to jail. We could doubtless have broken up 
these families, but we felt it better that these men should be allowed 
to support these old women and these children than to further perse- 
cute them. 

If the committee will refer to the remarks made by Senator Dubois, 
which are printed in the Congressional Record on the same day that 
these other remarks of his were made, you will And that he explains 
that very clearly. Although there was no law for us to do this, it was 
tacitly understood by everyone that we would let this go until it would 
die out 

My reason for thinking I would have known there were plural 
marriages had they occurred since this time is that there are gentile 
families all through these counties. There are just as pure, honorable 
Christian women in those counties as there are in any place in # the 
world ; and while a man may not hear everything that happens in a 
neighbor's family, our wives usually know what is going on in the 
little villages where we live; All our towns in Idaho outside of two 
or three are small. In fact, those I refer to are not large; and it 
would be utterly impossible for any girl to go from one of those towns 
and contract a plural marriage or any other kind of marriage, and 
come back and go to keeping house and raising a family without 
everybody knowing it; and if this thing had been carried out, not 
only these women I refer to but the ministers of the different denomi- 
nations who are located there would have known it. It would not 
have been necessary to bring women from Pennsylvania and Indiana 
to educate our people as to what is morality. There are plenty of 
woman in Idaho able to get on the stump ana willing to get on it and 
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denounce anv immorality of that character. We would not have had 
to wait until this investigation occurred to find this out. 

Mr. Van Cott. Will you explain why the Gentile Democrats in 
Latay County did not support their ticket? 

Mr. McConnell. They did not support the ticket because they 
thought Mr. Dubois was not a Democrat. The campaign was con- 
ducted on what was called a paramount issue. No national politics 
were referred to. The tariff was not referred to. None of the prom- 
inent issues which we took up as Republicans was mentioned in their 
speeches. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether that was true in other parts 
of Idaho? 

, Mr. McConnell. T think it was, sir. I canvassed several counties, 
and I never heard of politics being injected into Mormon speeches 
except the Mormon issue. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do the ministers of other churches in Idaho take 
any part in politics ? 

Mr. McConnell. They do, sir. A minister was the Democratic 
nominee for Congress, and made a campaign all over the State. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you personally acquainted with the present 
governor of Idaho, Frank R. Gooding? 

Mr. McConnell. I am, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is he a Gentile or a Mormon ? 

Mr. McConnell. He is a Gentile. 

Mr. Van Cott. Has he always been? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes ; he has always been. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you acquainted with Mr. Turner, who has 
been called here the " father of the sugar-bounty bill ? " 
Mr. McConnell. I am. 
Mr. Van Cott. Is he a Mormon or a Gentile? 
Mr. McConnell. He is a Gentile. 
Mr. Van Cott. Has he always been ? 

Mr. McConnell, Yes ; he has always been. At least, I have never 
heard to the contrary. 

Mr. Worthington. Something has been said here about a challenge 
made during that campaign, Mr. McConnell — a challenge in which 
Mr. Borah was concerned — that I do not quite understand. Do you 
know anything about it? 

Mr. MoConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. What was it? 

Mr. McConnell. Mr. Borah, in a speech he made at Wallace, 
Idaho, on October G last, made the following remarks. I have them 
here, as he telegraphed them this morning. . I made a request that 
his remarks be telegraphed for, so that I would get them. I remem- 
bered his challenge. 

The Chairman. If vou have them, Witness, go on with them. 

Mr. McConnell. (Reading :) 

" I say that if Senator Dubois can find a single man living in polygr 
amy in this State who has contracted a plural marriage since the issue 
of the manifesto of October 6, 1890, and will file a complaint and 
furnish the evidence, that I will find the court and the law to punish 
him; and if he (Dubois) desires, X will volunteer to prosecute the case 
to conviction." 

He says: 

" This was from the Wallace speech of October 19, published in 
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full in the Wallace Press. Dubois has never replied, and I am still 
waiting to take action whenever he files his complaint. This same 
challenge was extended to Henry Heitfeld and Clay, candidates for 
Congress, in my speech at Ness Perces, October 28.*' 

M5. Worth ington. Heitfeld was the candidate for governor and 
Clay was the candidate for Congress? 

Mr. McConnbll. Yes. 

The Chairman. I understood you to say, Witness, that when Idaho 
was admitted it was agreed that those who had formed polygamous 
relations previous to that time might continue those relations undis- 
turbed? 

Mr. McConnell. That was the agreement, 

The Chairman. And take care or their wives and children? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Was it also agreed, as a part of that understand- 
ing, that they might continue to increase their families at liberty? 

Mr. McConnbll. There was no written agreement in any part of 
this. 

The Chairman. I understand. 

Mr. McConnbll. But it was tacitly understood. 

The Chairman. Tacitly, understood also that they might cohabit 
with these wives and increase their families? 

Mr. McConnbll. It was tacitly understood that they would in 
some cases. 

The Chairman. That is all. 

Mr. Taylbr. Which cases? 
, Mr. McConnbll. Those who were young. 

Mr. Taylbr. Young? 

Mr. McConnbll. Yes; the younger members. 
Mr. Tayler. You said in your direct examination that it was 
understood that these old men might care for their old women ? 
Mr. McConnbll. Yes. 

Mr. Taylbr. That was not quite a frank answer, was it? 
Mr. McConnell. It was a frank answer. 

Mr. Tayler. Was it the whole truth, or are you correcting your 
answer to Senator Burrows, that all or these polygamous husbands 
should go on and live in the relation 

Mr. McConnell. I might . V 

Mr. Tayler. Wait until I ask the question. 

Mr. McConnbll. Certainly. 

Mr. Tayler. In the relation of husband to their several wives, and 
rear their families, have new children by their several wives ? Was 
that understood ? 

Mr. McConnell. When it was understood that- — 

Mr. Taylbr. If you can not answer the question I should like to 
have you say so. 

Mr* McConnell. Please allow me to answer in my own way. 

Mr. Worthin GTON . Let the witness answer the question. 

Mr. Tayler. I want him to answer this question. Can you answer 
that question categorically ? 

Mr. McConnell. What do you mean by categorically? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes or no is supposed io be a categorical answer. Can 
you answer the lastquestion categorically ? 

The Chairman. The reporter will read Mr. Tayler's question. 
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The reporter read as follows : 

"Mr. Tayler. Was it the whole truth, or are you correcting your 
answer to Senator Burrows, that all of these polygamous husbands 
should go on and live in the relation of husband to their several wives, 
and .rear families, have new children by their several wives? Was 
that understood?" 

Mr. McConnell. In answer to Senator Burrows I am quoting the 
language of Mr. Dubois, from the record. 

Mr. Tayler. You are testifying, as I understand, from things 
that you know , are you ? 

Mr. McConnell. Certainly; I know. 

Mr. Tayler. Certainly you are. Now, you say that was the 
understanding. Tell us what the whole understanding was. Never 
mind the categorical answer. What was the whole understanding? 

Mr. McConnell. The whole understanding was that these fami- 
lies should remain undisturbed. 

Mr. Tayler. Undisturbed? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. That is to say, that they should go on and live in 
polygamous cohabitation with all their wives, in all that the sense 
and expression implied, rearing new families, having new children. 
Is that right ? 

Mr. McConnecx, I have no doubt but what this has occurred. 
Mr. Tayler. Please answer my question. Was that the under- 
standing? 

Mr. McConnell. That was the way , I understood it. 
Mr. Tayler. That is why you are here to-day, is it not? 
Mr. McConnell. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Is it not true that you are here to-day because you 
have understood and ever since believed that it was right that every 
polygamous husband in Idaho should continue to live with his sev- 
eral wives and continue to rear children by them? 

Mr. McConnell. I am not here for that purpose. I am here to 
tell the truth, the whole truth as I understand it, and because I am 
subpoenaed. 

Mr. Tayler. I do not think you have answered the question. 

Mr. Worthington. I submit he has, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Tayler. I will continue, then, with another one. Then you 
understand that it is in accordance with an understanding that 
these men had, and with propriety, that they should continue to 
live with their plural wives and have children by them? 

Mr. McConnell. The question of having children was never dis- 
cussed. 

Mr. Tayler. Then answer my question " yes " or " no." 

Mr. McConnell. It was understood that these men should support 
and care for these families, and every man of us, of the age of Mr. 
Dubois and myself and upwards, knew that where their relations 
were as they were continued there was sure to be more or less children 
among the younger people, 

Mr. Tayler. Precisely. That is to say, there was to be no change 
in the relations that these husbands sustained to their several wives? 

Mr. McConnell. There hasn't been, I don't think. 

Mr, Tayler. Ah ! I am glad to hear you say so. So that every 
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polygamist in Idaho, who was a polygamist prior to the time when 
yon my this understanding occurred? las continued to maintain the 
same relation to his- wives? 

Mr. McConnell. It is supposed that every polygamist in Idaho 
is supporting his family. 

Mr. Tayler. I am not talking about supporting his family. Do 
not get this over on a mere ^proposition of humanity instead of 
a proposition of law or of morals. 

The Chairman. The reporter will repeat the question. 

The reporter read as follows : 

" Mr. Tayler. So that every polygamist in Idaho, who was a 
polygamist prior to the time when you say this understanding oc- 
curred, has continued to maintain the same relation to his wives! " 

Mr. Tayler. That he sustained to them before? 

Mr. McConnell. I imagine that is the case, except where they have 
had disagreements among themselves. 

Mr. Tayler. Oh, undoubtedly* So that, deliberately, the under- 
standing was that every violator of the law in this respect should con- 
tinue with impunity to violate the law ? 

Mr. McConnell. They never have been arrested. 

Mr. Tayler. Will you please read the question again, Mr. Reporter? 

, Mr. McConnell. I live a long distance from there. I never heard 
of any arrests being made. 

Senator Overman. You say that there was an understanding. 
With whom was the understanding f 

Mr. McConnell. It was a general understanding. Neither party 
has caused the arrest of any of these parties. 

Mr. Tayler. What do you mean by neither party? 

Mr. McConnell. I mean, no political party has caused the arrest 
of any person that I ever heard of. , # 

The Chairman. The committee would like some definite informa- 
tion, if yoti will state the names of individuals constituting the party 
that made up this agreement. 

Mr. McConnell. I could not. 

The Chairman. Was the agreement in writing? 

Mr. McConnell. It was not. 

The Chairman. Will you tell us where and with whom this agree- 
ment was made? 

Mr. McConnell. It was' tacitly understood. There was no written 
agreement nor spoken agreement 

The Chairman. What do you mean by tacitly understood ? 

Mr. McConnell. I mean, it was understood that none of us should 
bring proceedings and prosecute these old men any further. There 
had been many of them under arrest. 

The Chairman. That already appears; but among whom was that 
understood? Can you name the people? You say you understood 
it; who else! 

Mr. McConnell. I understood it. . Mr. Dubois understood it. He 
so asserted in a speech on the 5th day of February, 1903. 
The Chairman. Who else? 

Mr. McConnell. I think Senator Shoup, and I think all who were 
connected with the constitutional convention. 
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The Chairman. Then it was understood by members of the con- 
stitutional convention? 

Mr. McConnell. And the people generally. 

The* Chairman. Can you name any others who were parties to 
this agreement? 

Mr. McConnell. I might do anyone else an injustice. 

The Chairman. The question is, can you now name any others 
except those you have named ? 

Mr. McConnell. No. 

Senator Overman. Was it discussed a good deal in the constitu- 
tional convention ? 

Mr. McConnell. No, sir; it was discussed that we should put in 
this law preventing them from voting. 

Senator Overman. You mean that just a few of you, Shoup and 
yourself and Dubois, understood that ? 

Mr, McConnell, I am of the opinion, and the record, I think, will 
bear that opinion out, that it was understood by every voter in the 
Mormon counties, because they have been undisturbed all these years 
by either party. 

Senator Knox. What record would bear that out? 

Mr, McConnell. The fact that there have been no prosecutions 
begun. 

Senator Knox. By " record " you do not mean what we understand 

as a record 

Sir. McConnell. I mean the history of that country. . 
Senate Knox. No written record? 
Mr, McConnell. No. 

Mr. Tayler. You were a member of the constitutional convention? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler, Why did you put in your constitution a provision that 
no man who was living in polygamy should either vote or hold office? 

Mr. McConnell. So that that would be a punishment on the people 
and that they should take no part in the management of governmental 
affairs. 

Mr. Tayler. That is to say, you were not going to prosecute them, 
but vou were going to deprive them of their political privileges? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That was definitely understood also, was it? 

Mr. McConnell, The question that we were not going to prosecute 
them was never mentioned in the convention. 

Mr. Tayler. I was not talking about prosecuting. Was it defi- 
nitely understood that they were to be deprived of their political 
privileges? 

Mr. McConnell. It was. The constitution expressly provides it. 

Mr. Tayler. But you have argued here, from the fact that there 
were no prosecutions, that therefore it was intended they should not 
be prosecuted. As a matter of fact, have they been deprived of their 
political privileges on account of that provision of the constitution ? 

Mr. McConnell. I do not live in those counties and have never 
examined the register, and I do not know whether they vote or not. 

Mr. Tayler. I asked you this morning, and I suppose you remem- 
ber William Budge? 

Mr. McConnell. William Budge was appointed by myself as 
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regent of the university. At the time I did not know he was a polyg- 

amist. ^ 

Mr, Taylbb. You did not! 

Mr. McConnell. No, sir. I have heard since that he is. . 
Mr. Tayleb. When did you appoint him ? 
Mr. McConnell. I think in 1895. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you know anything about the practice of polyg- 
amy in Idaho prior to 1895 ? . 

Mr. McConnell. I had heard there were quite a good many polyg- 
r mists. 

Mr. Tayleb. But you had never heard of any particular person 
who was a polygamist ? - 

Mr. McConnell. I do not know that I could name anyone. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you ever hear, until recently, that William 
Budge was a polygamist? 

Mr. McConnell. It is only a short time since I heard it. 

Mr. Tayleb. Only a short time ? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes; I never stopped at his house. 

Mr. Tayleb. Do you, Mr. McConnell, not having heard even that 
William Budge was a polygamist until recently, assume to know 
what the conditions as to polygamous living were in southern Idaho 
during the last ten years and now ? 

Mr. McConnell. I know the people in southern Idaho, ministers 
and families down there who are gentiles, and they would not have 
permitted these polygamous marriages to fee contracted— — 

Mr. Tayleb. I am not talking about polygamous marriages. That 
word has not escaped me, I think, in this examination. 

The Chaibman. Repeat the question, Mr. Reporter. 

The reporter read as follows : 

" Mr. Tayleb. Do you, Mr. McConnell, not having heard even that 
William Budge was a polygamist until recently, assume to know 
what the conditions as to polygamous living were in southern Idaho 
during the last ten years and now? " 

Mr. McConnell. What do you mean by knowing what polyg. 
amous relations were? To what do you refer? The conditions of 
these old families? 

Mr. Tayleb. I mean what my question says. William Budge, 
you know now— you" 5 foitbuS this morning that you had no doubt 
about it— is living in polygamy? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes. 
. Mr. Tayleb. You said he was a very prominent man; he probably 
was the most prominent Mormon in Idaho? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Mr. Tayleb. Do you know how long he has lived there? 
Mr. McConnell. I could not give the number of years. 
Mr, Tayleb. He has lived there a great many years, has he not? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes; a great many years. 
Mr. Tayleb. I say .you state it was not until recently that you ever 
heard that William Budge was a polygamist? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes. 
Mr. Tayleb. That he had plural wives? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Mr. Tayleb. And I asked you whether you thought that, being 
ignorant of that which we maj assume from his prominence to be 
me most notorious fact respecting polygamy in all Utah, you never- 
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theless had large and intelligent information about facts relating 
to polygamous living of other people in southern Idaho? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. You still assert that you did have that, do you ? 

Mr. McConnell. I most assuredly did, because during the cam- 
paign I made it mv business to look thoroughly into this thing. 

Mr. Tayler. Wnich campaign? 

Mr. McConnell. The last campaign. 

Mr. Tayler. In what counties did you speak ? 

Mr, McConnell. I spoke in the northern counties of Idaho. 

Mr. Tayler. I suppose it was in the northern counties you would 
get the most accurate information of polygamous conditions in the 
southern counties? 

Mr. McConnell. I got it from correspondence with friends and 
from talking with other people. 

Mr. Tayler. Oh, yes. Did you sec the list of alleged polygamisjts 
that was furnished to your son-in-law, Mr. Borah, in answer to his 
challenge? 

Mr. McConnell. I did. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you recognize any of them ? 

Mr. McConnell. Some of them. 

Mr. Tayler. You recognized William Budge? 

Mr. McConnell. I did. 

Mr, Tayler. Did you recognize William C. Parkinson? 

Mr. McConnell. I did. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know him ? 

Mr. McConnell. I do. 

Mr. Tayler. How old a man is he? 

Mr. McConnell. I should judge he is about the age of Senator 
Smoot, I should think so. 

Mr. Tayler. So that he had reached the advanced age of about 
26 when the manifesto was signed ? 

Mr. McConnell. I do not know. 

Mr. Tayler. Or 28, make it, when the manifesto was signed, four- 
teen years ago? . •• , , . 

Mr. McConnell. At the time I knew him he was about the age or 
Senator Smoot, and it has been nine years. 

Mr. Tayler. At least he does not come within your description of 
an old man in 1890? 

Mr. McConnell. No. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you learn how many wives he had? 

Mr. McConnell. I did not. When I met him I did not know 

\ was a polygamist. 

Mr. Tayler. I understand; but you have classified these by age. 
o you know J. U. Stucci ? 

Mr. McConnell. I am not sure whether I do or not. I know 

ie man named Stucci in Bear Lake, in Paris. 

Mr. Tayler. That is the man. Do you know about how old a 

an he is? , , , 

Mr. McConnell. I would not think he is quite as old as Bishop 
ldge. If he is the one I know I was a guest at his house two or 
ree different times; but he is an old man. His wife is a very old 
iy— the one who lives with him. If he has more I don't know it. 
Mr. Tayler. Is he the one who is the trustee of the Pocatello 
mdemy? 

S. Doc. 486, 69-1, vol 2 34 
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Mr. McConnell. I do not know. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know Lorenzo Burgoyne, of Montpelier! 
Mr. McConnell. I do know h Burgoyne in Montpelier. an old man. 
Mr. Ta yler. An old man ? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes; but I Was under the impression that he was 
dead before this list was made out. 
Mr. Tayler. This might be his son. 
Mr* McConnell, It might be; I don't know. 
Mr. Tayler. With an age accordingly? 
Senator Dubois. His name was Ed Burgoyne, was it not? 
Mr. Tayler. E. Lorenzo Burgoyne. 

Mr. McConnell. The Burgoyne I knew was a railroad contractor, 
lie lived in Montpelier. 
Mr. Tayler. Do you know Mathias Cowley— Apostle Cowley ? 
Mr, McConnell. I do. 
Mr. Tayler. How old a man is he ? 

Mr. McConnell, I could hardly say; but he is not a very old man. 
Mr, Tayler. Bo that lie had not reached advanced age in 181K)? 
Mr. McConnell. No. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know Gottfried Eshler, postmaster at Fre- 
mont? 
Mr. McConnell. No. 
Mr. Tayler. You do not know him? 
Mr. McConnell* No. 

Mr. Taylek. Do you know Samuel Humphreys, of Dingle? 

Mr. McConnell. No; t don't remember him. 

Mr, T A YLER. Or Robert Price, of Paris? 

Mr. McConnell, I don't remember him. 

Mr. TayijER. Or L. L. Hatch, of Franklin? 

Mr, McCon n ell. I do not remember him. 

Mr. Tayler. Or Hiram Ricks, of Rexburg? 

Mr. McConnell. I knew the old man Ricks, at Rexburg, but 
whether it is Jli ram or not-- — 

Mr. Tayler. £ have no doubt this refers to his son, if that will help 
you. It is fair to assume that he had a son— several of them. 

Mr. McConnell I knew a son, a young man who came back from 
a mission during the time that I was governor, I was present at a 
conference they had there, and he made his report. He had been on a 
mission to the Samoan Islands. • I don't know what his given name 
was, though. That man would not be over 28 years of age at that 
time, but I don't think he was married at all. He was a young man. 

Mr. Tayler. Was he a cripple— this man you knew ? 

Mr. McConnell. No. 

Mr. Tayler. Either of them? 

Mr. McConnell. No. The old man was a cripple. . 
Mr. Tayler, He was? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes. There was something the matter with his 
feet. He walked peculiar. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you ever learn that of this list of twenty furnished 
to Mr. Borah all but two or three of them had been having, children 
since the manifesto of 1890? 

Mr. McConnell. No. 

Mr, Tayler. If you had learned that H would not have surprised 
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you at all, would it! Either that Utey liad them or they had not been 
priwecutedf 

Mr. McConnkll. It would have surprised tue very much, yen; if 
there had been all but two or three, because the one* I know down 
there are old. 

Mr. Tayler. Who ? 

Mr. McConnell. Well, Jiishop Budge is very old, and Stueei is 
old. 

Mr. Tayler. I)o you not know that Budge has had children since. 



Mr. McConnell. So I understand. I learned it, but it surprised 
me. * 
Mr. Tayler. It surprised you? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Mr, Tayler. Well, haying suffered the shock of that surprise, you 
would not be surprised if alFthe rest of them had, would you? 
Mr. McConnell, No; I would not Ijo surprised at anything. 
Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I want to read you from the testimony of Mr. 
Criichlbw as to this tacit understanding in Utah, and ask you if it 
substantially expresses what you understood to be the situation in 
Idaho. Mr. Critchlow is one of the principal witnesses for the prot* 
estants, and is the man who drew the protest. I read from pagu 019 
of the record : 

44 Mr. Critchlow. I think that in all probability, as m?ar as I can 
get at my state of mind at this time, it was that very shortly after the 
manifesto, under the conditions that existed and that we thought 



cuting officers to push these matters as to n resent cohabitation —I 
think that is so — thinking it was a matter that would immediately 
die out," 

Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Mr. Worthinoton (readiug) : 

" Mr. Van Orrr. John Henry Smith was then 1 ? 

" Mr. Critchlow. I think so* 

" Mr. Van Cott, It was well known that he was living in unlawful 
cohabitation? 

" Mr. Critchix>w. That was our understanding of it. 

" Mr. Van Cott. So well known was this, was it not, to non- 
Mormons there generally that where they knew that a prominent 
Mormon was living in unlawful cohabitation they made no objection 
to it in the way of protesting to the officers? Is not that true? 

" Mr. Critchlow. Do you mean the non-Mormons generally? 

" Mr. Van Cott. I mean the non-Mormons generally. 

u Mr. .Critchlow. I think that is true. 

" Mr. Van Cott. They were disposed to let things go? 

" Mr. Critchlow. Yes ; I think so. 

" Mr. Van Cott. That was the general feeling? 

" Mr. Critchlow. Yes, sir; I think so." 

Mr. McConnell, That was the general feeling in our State. 

Mr, .WoRTiii ngton . What Mr. Critchlow testifies was the situation 
in Utah you think was the situation in Idaho? 

Mr. McCon n ell. I d o. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I will ask as to another of the witnesses for 
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the protestants here* Mr. Powers, equally as well informed and as 
intelligent as Mr. Critchlow, and ask if what he says about the situa- 
tion in Utah, on pages 884 and 885 of- the record, expresses what you 
understood to be the situation in Idaho. Speaking of this matter of 
polygamous cohabitation of men who were married before the mani- 
festo, he says : 

" We have not known what was best to do. It has been discussed, 
and the peopl© would sav that such and such a man ought to be prose- 
cuted. Then they would consider whether anything would be gained ; 
whether we would not delay instead of hastening the time that we 
hope to live to see; whether the institution would not flourish by rea- 
son of what they would term persecution. And so, notwithstanding 
-a protest has been sent down to you, I will say to you the people have 
acquiesced in the condition that exists." 
Mr. McCon nell. That is right. 

Senator Dubois. Governor, were you not aware of the fact that - 
Bishop Budge was arrested and plead guilty in the courts for the 
crime of unlawful cohabitation, about 1886? 

Mr. McConkkll. I was not. 

Senator Dubois. He was a very prominent man — the president of 
a stake — at the time. 

Mr. McConnbix. At that time I had no connection with southern 
Idaho, political or otherwise. I went to southern Idaho, as I stated 
in my evidence, in 1882, to look after some legislation, but I did not 
go down there any more until the time of our constitutional conven- 
tion. / 

Senator Dubois. Governor, you stated that it was the understand- 
ing that polygamous relations should continue among the older Mor- 
mons; those who were in the polygamous relation when the mani- 
festo was issued— that that was the "understanding among the Gentiles 
in that country. Is not that your statement? 

Mr. McConnbll. I take it for granted that it was. 

Senator Dubois. My understanding* very distinctly is that the 
polygamous relations should cease, and I would like to put in the 
record a part of my speech, which has never been put in, during the 
campaign; and my understanding of it, I think, was the understand- 
ing of all the Gentiles in Utah and Idaho. 

Mr. Worthington. Can not this be copied into the record the same 
as the portions we propose to read ? 

Senator Dubois. Very well. I simply stated in this speech, from 
which they quote, that the polygamous relations should cease. I 
want that to go in the record. 

The Chairman. Just mark the portions you desire to go in, 
Senator. 

Senator Dubois. Yes. I do not care to inflict my speech on the 
committee, but I want that part to go in. 

You said, Mr. McConnell, I believe, that in the county of Latah a 
good many Democrats did not vote the Democratic ticket because 
national issues were not discussed, etc., and therefore votes were lost 
in that county. Was it not common history known throughout Idaho 
that ex-Senator Heitfeld, who was the Democratic nominee for 
-governor, announced that unless these antipolygamy resolutions were 
put into the platform he would not be a candidate? 



RBBD 6MOOT. 588 

Mr* McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. That is common history ? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. And is it not also known that he opened his cam- 
paign in the Mormon counties and told the Mormons that if elected 
he would carry out those provisions? 

Mr. McConnell. Well, I was not down there, but I think very 
likely. 

Senator Dubois. That is the common understanding, is it not, that 
he did open the campaign that way ? 

Mr. McConnell. Well, we took it for granted that it was. I . do 
not know. 

Senator Dubois. How did Senator Heitfeld run in Latah County 
as com pa red with Mr. Roosevelt ? 

Mr. McConnell. I would have to refer to the figures. I can tell 
you. 

Senator Dubois. What was Mr. Roosevelt's majority in Latah 
County and what was Mr. Gooding's majority in Latah County ? 

Mr. McConnell, Mr. Roosevelt's majority, or plurality— if you 
will get a pencil I will give you both figures and you can figure it 
out for yourself. 

Senator Dubois. Did not Heitfeld run a thousand, about, ahead of 
his ticket? 

Mr. Worthi ngton . Ahead of the President, you mean ? 
Senator Dubois. Did he not run a thousand* behind Roosevelt in 
that county ? 

Mr. McConnell. Mr. Roosevelt received in that county 3,267 votes 
and Mr. Gooding received 2,616. 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes; but you say Mr. Gooding. Was not the ques- 
tion as to Mr. Heitfeld ? Let us have the question read. 

The reporter read the question, as follows : 

" Senator Dubois. Did he not run a thousand behind Roosevelt in 
that county ? " 

Mr. McConnell. Was that the way you desired to put the ques- 
tion? 

Senator Dubois. T wanted to compare the vote of Gooding and 
Roosevelt in Latah County. 

Mr. McConnell. Latah County gave Mr. Roosevelt 3,207 votes and 
gave Mr. Gooding 2,016. This is what is published by the secretary 
of state as official. 

Senator Dubois. What was Heitfeld's vote in that county? 

Mr. McConnell. Heitfeld's vote was approximately a thousand • 
behind Gooding. 

Senator Dubois. And how manj' behind Roosevelt; some 1,700 
or 1,800, was it not? 
Mr. Van Cott. 1,600. 
Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Senator Dubois. That is a Gentile county, is it not? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Senator Dubois. Will you compare the vote in Bear Lake County? 
Bear Lake County is a Mormon county, is it not? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes; I presume so. 
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Senator Dubois. As strong a Mormon county as there is in the 
State? 
Mr. McConnbll. Yes. 

Senator Dubois. Compare the two, between Roosevelt and Gooding, 
in Bear Lake County. 

The Chairman. Just state the vote for each. 

Mr. McConnbll, The vote for Roosevelt was 1,538 in Bear Lake 
County, and for Frank Gooding it was 1 615. 

Senator Dubois. Gooding ran ahead of Roosevelt? 

Mr. McConnell. Yes. 

Mr. Wohthington. Governor, have you the tabulated returns for 
the whole State there? 
Senator Dubois. It is that county I want. 

Mr. Worthington. I was going to suggest that the whole table be 
put in. Then we can argue from it. 

Senator Dubois. Yes ; you can put it in and make the comparison. 

The Chairman. If it is material, and if you have the official can- 
vass, let it go in. 

Mr. Worthinoton. The whole table. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. We will put in the table for 1902, as well as the 
table for 1904. 
The tables referred to are as follows : 

Official vote of the State of Idaho, 1902. 




ntative in Congress. 



me 
Boise 
Canyon 
Cassia 
Custer 
Elmore . 
Fremont 
Idaho 
Kootenai 

Lemhi 
Lincoln 
Ness Perce 
Oneida 
Owyhee 
Shoshone 
Washington 

Total 
Pluralities 



h 

i_ 


1 

ft 

1 


110 


114 


65 


8 


2 


8 


114 


10 


44 


15 


24 


21 


107 


135 


87 


3 


16 




30 


5 


813 


11 


m 


88 


m 


43 


218 


50 


88 


3 


8 


8 


834 


115 


81 


7 


80 


1 


177 


88 


44 


88 


1,738 


636 



Governor. 



J! 



8,105 
1,586 
1,034 
1 484 

QUI 

781 
1,174 
587 
614 
636 
1,768 
1,868 
1,704 
1 864 
785 
831 
1,758 
1,836 
.vg 

86,021 



3,105 
8,041 
1,199 

% t m 

934 
789 
1,848 
768 
401 
868 
2,683 
1,658 
1,894 
2,108 
694 
459 
2,495 
1,856 
589 
2,702 
1,346 

81^877 
5,858 



12 

5 

188 



54 
61 
1 

104 
44 
21 
94 
25 
14 
16 

225 
51 

166 

817 
17 
6 

880 
80 
12 

163 
36 

7,567 



107 
7 
6 
5 
11 
11 
127 



6 
10 
23 
40 
76 
3 
7 
121 
7 
1 

19 

18 

607 



Official vote of the State of Idaho, 1904, 

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS. 



County. 



Ada 

Bannock ....... 

Bear Lake 

Bingham 

Blaine 

Boise... 

Canyon 

Cassia 

Custer 

Elmore 

Fremont 

Idaho 

Kootenai 

Latah 

Lemhi 

Lincoln 

Nez Perees 

Oneida 

Owyhee 

Shoshone 

Washington .... 

Total. 

Pluralities 



Repub- 
lican. 



4,596 
2,828 
1,538 
8, 186 
1,225 
1,058 
8, 17SS 
1,106 
496 

m 

3,869 

2, 781 

4,185 
3 t JJ67 
786 
688 
3,956 
2,339 
668 
3,695 
1,894 



47,783 
29,303 



Demo- 
cratic. 



1,466 
1,068 
769 
890 
775 
639 
1,025 
346 
429 
433 
1,278 
1 881 
1,178 
940 
564 
262 
1,696 
906 
393 
1,116 



18,480 



Socialist. 



318 
227 
11 
365 
140 
125 
816 
59 
33 
68 
313 
304 
664 
283 
28 
50 
448 
75 
118 
748 



4| ft48 



Prohibi- 
tion. 



164 
8 
8 
22 
11 
35 
190 
5 
6 
17 
11 
33 
132 
138 
6 
9 
160 



9 



1,018 



People's. 



41 



18 
22 
18 
68 
9 
3 
6 
12 
19 
27 
30 
84 

*2i 



REPRESENTATIVES IN CONGRESS. 



County. 



Ada.. .......... 

Bannock 

Bear Lake 

Bingham 

Blame.... 

Boise... 

Canyon 

Cassia 

Custer 

Elmoro 

Fremont 

Idaho 

Kootenai 

Latah 

Lemhi 

, Lincoln 

Nez Perees 

Oneida 

Owyhee 

Shoshone 

Washington — 

Total. ..... 

Pluralities 



Burton 

L. 
French, 
Repub- 
lican. 



4,178 

2,806 
1,022 
3,096 
1,129 
965 
2,901 
1,099 
460 
524 
3,952 
2,369 
8,828 
3,018 
760 
041 
3,030 
2,282 
010 
3,215 
1,707 



44,813 
24,007 



Benja- 
min F. 
Clay, 
Demo- 
crat. 



1,647 
944 
340 
908 
869 
690 
1,200 
364 
429 
475 
1,084 
1,800 
1,485 
1,224 
600 
817 
1,958 
820 
425' 
1,692 
1,071 



20,140 



John H. 
Morri- 
son, So- 
cialist. 



281 
225 
15 
351 
98 
107 
301 
57 
30 
.62 
302 
248 
678 
222 
18 
84 
401 
75 
8H 
496 

m 



4,209 



Allen K 
Wright 
Prohibi- 
tion. 



183 
3 
5 
25 
9 
89 
216 
9 
2 
10 
3 
28 
119 
127 
5 
6 
150 



8 
22 

m 



1,008 



D.L. 
Badley, 
People's. 



28 
2 
1 

10 
4 

83 
10 
1 
6 
9 
17 
13 
15 
13 

"is 



13 
5 
4 



219 



586 



bkbd moor. 

QOVEBNOB. 



County. 


Prank R. 

Gooding, 
Repub- 
lican. 


Henry 
Heitfeld. 
Demo- 
crat, 


Theo- 
dore B. 

Shaw, 
Socialist. 


Edwin R. 
Head ley, 
Prohi- 
bitionist. 


T. W . 
Hartley, 
People's. 




4,007 


1,984 


271 


157 


21 




2,778 


1,014 


219 


2 


2 




1,815 


849 


14 


8 


2 


Blur ham.. 


8,085 


1,004 


841 


26 


10 


Blaine 


916 


1,154 


74 


10 


2 




907 


794 


102 


86 


15 




2,671 


1,412 


802 


191 


81 


Oawria 


1,082 


468 


55 


4 


7 




899 


575 


25 


8 


1 




452 


584 


56 


10 


4 




8,982 


1,111 


814 


8 


8 


Idaho. 


2,195 


1,925 


242 


27 


16 




•1,000 


it i |0 


OfKJ 


ion 
VBS 


is 


Latah ...... 


2,616 


1,620 


205 


162 


18 




690 


689 


21 


5 






644 


842 


26 


2 




S ex Perces 


8,099 


2,714 


879 


155 


8 




2,276 


830 


78 
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The Chairman. Do you wish to ask anything further of this wit- 
ness, gentlemen ? 
Mr. Worth ington. Nothing. 
The Chairman. Who is your next? 
Mr. Worthington. Mr. French. 

TESTIMONY OF BTJRTOH LSE FREBCH. 

Burton Lee Frenoh, being first duly sworn, was examined, and 
testified as follows: 
Mr. Worthington. What is your full name, Mr. French ? 
Mr. French. Burton Lee French. 
Mr. Worthington. And your age? 
Mr. French. Twenty-nine years. 
Mr. Worthington. Where do you live? 
Mr. French. At Moscow, Idaho. 

Mr. Worthington. You are the present Representative in the 
House of Representatives from Idaho ¥ 
Mr. French. I am. 

Mr. Worthington. How long have you held that position ? 
Mr. French. I was elected in the fall of 1902, and this is the close 
of my first term ; that is, it is within about two months of the close. 
Mr. Worthington. Were you reelected? 
Mr. French. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. I wish you would state where you have lived, 
and, in a general way, your avocation since you became a man. 

Mr. French. Weft, since I became a man I have lived in Latah 
County, in which Moscow is situated. The last five or six years I 
have lived most of the time in Moscow, and for several years prior 
to that time in Moscow as a student, but at all times within the 
county. 
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Mr. WoBTHiKOTON. Allow me to ask you whether you are a Mor- 
mon or a non-Mormon f 
Mr. French. I am a non-Mormon. 

Mr. Wobthington. Have you ever been a Mormon, or been con- 
nected in any way with the church ? 
Mr. French. No, sir : I am a member of the Baptist Church. 
Mr. Worthington. irrior to your becoming a candidate for Con- 
gress the first time what opportunities, if any, had you to become ac- 
quainted with political affairs in your State? 

Mr. French. I was elected a member of the Idaho legislature from 
Latah County in 1898 andelected a member in 1000. 

Mr. Worthington. Can you say you have been familiar with polit- 
ical affairs in your State from 1898 down ? 

Mr. French. Well, yes; very generally. Prior to that time I was — 
most of the time for several years — a teacher, and while. I took no 
active part in politics, at the same time for several years I had been 
a very close observer of politics in the State of Idaho. 
Mr. Worthington. Are you a Republican or a Democrat? 
Mr. French. I am a Republican. 
Mr. Worthington. Have you always been ? 
Mr. French. I have always taken part in politics as a Republican. 
The first year of my majority I took no active part in politics. 

Mr. Worthington. What opnortunities have you had of acquaint- 
ing yourself with the situation in the State of Idaho with reference 
to polygamy and polygamous cohabitation? 

Mr. French. During the two sessions that I was a member of the 
legislature I was acquainted with quite a number of members of the 
Mormon Church, and during the campaign of 1902 and the campaign 
of 1904 I visited the southeastern part of the State, visiting nearly 
every county of what are denominated the Mormon counties! and in 
the meantime had attended several State conventions that brought 
together some members of the Mormon Church, one of these State 
conventions being held in a county that has been denominated a 
Mormon county. 

Mr. Worthington. I wish, in order that we may not have any mis- 
take, that you would name the six counties to which you refer as the 
Mormon bounties, and that have been called Mormon counties here. 

Mr. French. The counties that have been called Mormon counties 
by witnesses 

Mr. Worthington. In this case? 

Mr. French. In this case — are Fremont, Bingham, Bannock, 
Oneida, Bear Lake, and Cassia counties. 

Mr. WbRTHiNGTON. Now, to come down to the particulars. In the 
first place, it is charged here that Governor Morrison was entitled, by 
"the custom of the State, to a reelection. What do you say about that 
custom? 

Mr. French. Why, there is no definite, fixed custom in the State. 
In the first place, we have a constitutional provision to the effect that 
the term shall be two years, and there is no provision, by law or other- 
wise, that it shall be more than that I would say that the first gov- 
ernor of the State did not succeed himself. The second governor of 
the State did succeed himself after serving one term. The next gov- 
ernor of the State succeeded himself after serving one term. The 
next governor of the State, Mr. Hunt — I do not think I have omitted 
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any in the early years of statehood— the governor who was nominated 
in 1902 by the bemocratic party, did not succeed himself; he failed of 



tion at which he was nominated the right to his renomination was con- 
tested by a faction of the Democratic party, and in fact he was nomi- 
nated only by a very narrow majority. And I would say from that 
that even the faction of the Democratic party that opposed his renom- 
ination did not seem to concur in the thougnt that any man who had 
been governor once should be renominated. It is also true that Mr. 
Morrison was nominated and elected in 1902, that he sought the nomi- 
nation in 1904 but was not nominated. 

Mr. Worthington. It is charged here that he was not nominated 
in 1904 solely because the Mormon Church interfered and prevented 
it. Can you give us any information bearing on that subject? 

Mr. French. I would say that that statement is grossly incorrect. 
There were 285 members of the Republican State convention in 1904. 
Forty-three of these members were Mormons. Mr. Morrison received 
90 votes* in that convention. Mr. Gooding, who was nominated, 
received 195 votes. The number required to nominate was 143. 
Had Mr. Morrison received all the votes that he did receive and 
received on top of that all of the votes that the Mormons had in the 
convention he would have had only 133, or 10 less than enough to 
nominate him. 

Mr. Worthington. Another thing that is alleged here in that same 
connection is that your county, Latah Comity, instructed its dele- 
gates to vote in the nominating convention for Mr. Morrison. As I 
understand, it is charged here that by the mysterious influence of the 
church in some way they were turned around. You can tell us 
something about that, I suppose, since that is your county? 
* Mr. French. Yes, sir; ! find that statement, made by Mr. Jack- 
son, on pages 201 'and 202 of the report of the proceedings in this 
case, ana I would say that that statement is an absolute falsehood. 
I have a copy here of the resolutions that were adopted at that con- 
vention, which elected delegates to the State convention. 

Mr. Worthington. Are those the only resolutions that that county 
convention of yours adopted ? • 

Mr. French. They adopted general resolutions. I have both 
copies. They adopted one set of resolutions commending the Repub- 
lican party, the Administration of Mr. Roosevelt, the work in Con- 
gress of Senator Heyburn and myself , indorsing the platform of the 
Republican party, indorsing the present State administration for its. 
clean and businesslike administration, and indorsing also the careful 
and economical conduct of the affairs of the county; and another 
resolution recommending myself for renomination. 

Mr. Worthi n gton . Let us have that resolution, please, so that we 
may see what they did in the way of instructing. 

Mr. French. Shall I have the' clerk read it? 

Mr. Worthington. Just read it yourself, as it is there. 

Mr. French. This appears in a paper published in my home, 
Moscow. The date of the paper is July 28, 1904. The paper is the 
Moscow Weekly Mirror, published in Moscow, Latah County, Idaho. 
The resolution bearing upon my renomination and the nomination of 
anyone is as follows: 
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u Whereas two years ago the Republicans of the State convention 
nominated for Congress the Hon. Burton L. French; and 

"Whereas he made the most brilliant campaign ever witnessed 
in this State, resulting in a complete Republican victory and in his 
running ahead of all other candidates on the State ticket ; and 

" Whereas the people of this State have found in him a true and 
tireless worker in their behalf, always working for the best interests 
of the State and his constituents; and 

" Whereas the Republicans of Latah County, recognizing his 
ability, experience, and fitness for the position of Congressman from 
this htate, and that his renomination oy the Republican State con- 
vention will be conducive to the best interests of the Republican 
party of Idaho ; Now, therefore, 

" Be it resolved by the Republicans of Latah County, in convention 
assembled. That the name of the Hon. 15. L. French be again presented 
to the State convention for renomination to Congress; and 

"Be it further resolved, That the delegates this day selected to 
attend the Republican State convention to oe held at Moscow, Idaho, 
on the 10th day of August, 1904, be and are hereby instructed to vote 
first, last, and all the time for the renomination of Hon. B. L. French 
and to use all honorable means to secure his nomination." 

Mr. Worth ington . I see now why you hesitated to read it. I did 
not know when I asked you. Do I understand you to say that that 
was the only thing that was done by that county convention in the 
way of instructing its delegates how to vote? 

Mr. French, That was the only thing that was done by the county 
convention. 

Mr. Worthington. Was there an understanding, tacitly or other- 
wise, that they were to vote for Morrison for renomination ? 

Mr. French. No, sir ; that is not true. I could go a little further 
than that and explain why 

Mr. Worthin gton . I was going to ask you to explain what was the 
reason that Mr. Morrison was not renominated, or what the argu- 
ments were used against him. Is that what you were going to state? 

Mr. French. That is in line with what I was going to state. By 
the way, before stating that, I would like to say also that Mr. Mor- 
rison himself denies this, and, if I may quote from an interview that 
appeared in the Lewiston Tribune in its issue of August 10, 1904, I 
would read from Governor Morrison these words 

The Chairman. Do you call for that, Mr. Worthington? 

Mr. Worthin oton. 1 do. 

The Chairman. For his reasons why Morrison was not renom- 
inated? 

Mr. Tayler. I do not care much about a man of straw being erected 
here and then demolished. 

Mr. Worth i n oton . If I understand that anything was pressed 
upon this committee by the witnesses brought here from Idaho on 
behalf of the protestants, it was that the Mormon Church was run- 
ning politics m Idaho, and the principal specification of that was 
that the Mormon Church had Governor Morrison turned down for 
renomination. I do not think that is competent, Mr. Chairman, but 
if it was, is it riot competent to show why he was turned down, and 
that the Mormon Church had nothing to do with it? 
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The Chairman. 1$ this an interview with Mr. Morrison? 
Mr. Worthington. This is an interview with Mr. Morrison him- 
self, repudiating the idea, as I understand, that the Mormon Church 
interfered with him. 

Mr. French. This repudiates the statement that Mr. Jackson made 
in his testimony that I was in any way, directly or indirectly, pledged 
to support him. 
Senator McCom as. How is that authenticated? 
The Chairman. It is a mere newspaper clipping? 
Mr. French. It is a mere newspaper clipping; yes, sir. 
Mr. Worthington. This record is full of newspaper clippings, on 
the ground that that is a part of the history of the State. 
Senator McComas. That is not authenticated by anybody. 
Mr. French. I have stated myself that the statement Mr. Jackson 
makes is an unqualified falsehood. I would make the statement fur- 
ther that Mr. Morrison has denied it to others, and that Charles H. 
Jackson's statement is an unqualified falsehood. 
Mr. Worthington. Very well; that is enough. 
Mr. Tayler. Epithets enough have been applied to Mr. Jackson's 
statement to satisfy anybody. 
Mr. Van Cott. None of them, however, are too strong. 
Mr. French. Your question was why he was not nominated? 
Mr. Worthington. Yes; that is the question. 
. The Chairman. That is the question. 
Mr. Worthington. Why he was not renominated. 
Mr. French. In all States in wjhich there are live parties it is 
probable that in each party there are several groups of political 
workers striving for the control, in a way, of the management of the 
party* In 1002 Mr. Morrison and I were opposed to each other in a 
political way. I supported another gentleman for governor. Mr. 
Morrison worked as hard as he could to accomplish my defeat, and 
supported another man for Congress. I have mentioned myself in 
this connection, not that I plav any important part in the faction to 
which I belong, but simply from the fact that my name has been 
brought into this case. 

Mr. Worthington. Let me read right here, and see if this is what 
vou refer to, Mr. Jackson testified you were opposed to Gooding 
" until the pressure had been applied to him." Is that what you are 
referring to? 

Mr. French. That is what I refer to; and I would say that that 
statement is absolutely false. Mr. Gooding and I supported the 
same candidate for governor in 1902. We worked together, not only 
in the support of the same candidate for governor, but in nominat- 
ing the State officers. As a result of the convention of 1902, I was 
nominated for Congress, and Mr. Morrison was nominated for gov- 
ernor: but I do not think that either Mr. Gooding or myself found 
any objection, but on the contrary, approved of every other nomina- 
tion that was made on the State ticket. Not only that, but we also 
elected Mr. Gooding to be our State chairman, the member of the 
State committee from my home county supporting Mr. Gooding for 
that position after conferring with me and asking me what I thought 
about it Since that time I have been on the friendliest relations 
with Mr. Gooding, and at all times when it seemed possible that he 
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could be nominated I hare so stated to my friends, and there never 
was a time when I was, indirectly or directly, identified with Mor- 
rison's interests or supported his candidacy for renomination. 

The convention of 1901 again resulted in what we commonly call 
a line up, in much the same way; yet at this convention Mr. Morri- 
son failed of nomination. We not only nominated all the State offi- 
cers, but also nominated our candidate for governor, who is Mr. 
Gooding. 

Now, I would say, in further reply to this, that the statement is 
made by Mr. Jackson that it was necessary that Latah County's vote 
be cast, for Mr. Gooding. I would say that that is grossly incorrect, 
for the reason that Mr. Gooding's vote was 195. The number 
required to nominate was 143. The delegation from Latah County, 
which is my home county, was composed of 17 members. Seventeen 
from 195 leaves 178; in other words, more than 40 majority. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Without Latah County? 

Mr. French. Without Latah County ; and in fact you could then 
subtract the Mormon vote from Mr. Gooding's majority, and still 
have him practically nominated. Nearly every Mormon vote could 
have been taken away. 

Mr. Worthin gton . I think you have not stated what were the 
specific objections to Mr. Morrison. You state you never supported 
him. .., .... 

Mr. French. The specific objection is that he was not one of the 
men who were workings/with us, as we regarded it to* the best in- 
terests of the party and the State in our party. Mr. Morrison is a 
good, clean man. Personally, I have only the highest words of praise 
for him; but it is one of tne circumstances that happens in States 
and in parties. AVhile I think he entertains the same regard for me 
that I do for him, yet at the same time we have not worked together 
in politics. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I will ask you whether at that convention, be- 
fore it began its work, and while it was at its work, there was any- 
thing in the general sentiment or opinion of the legislature or of tne 
community around there — that is, what has been testified to — that the 
Mormon Church was interfering, or did interfere or affect the result? 

Mr. French. Why, no. 

Mr. Worthinton* In the same connection it has been testified to 
here by Mr. Cobb, another gentleman who was brought down here 
from Idaho by the protestants, in these words : 

" I do not know of any politician to-day " 

In Idaho, he means 

« but who is in favor of granting to the Mormon Church any request 
that they make." 

What do you say about that? 

Mr. French. I do not believe that statement is accurate at all. Of 
course, I do not know. He says politicians that he knows. I would 
say that I do not know of any politician in the State that would grant 
to the Mormon Church any request simply because it was asked by 
the Mormon Church. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Mr. Cobb also says the general feeling among 
both parties is that the church is to be dealt with as a political quan- 
tity; that the chairman of each of the political parties will go down 
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to Salt Lake City, and then each of them will come back and whisper 

to his adherents "It is all right," meaning "We have got the church 

with us; M and then after the election one or the other finds out they 

have been deceived. 
Mr. French. No; I do not think that is correct. 
Mr. Worthi noton. Mr. Jackson testifies in this way. I will ask 
you what you have to say about it: 

" It is impossible for any man or any party to go against the Mor- 
mon Church in Idaho, whether he is a Republican or Democrat. Un- 
less the Mormon Church supports the individual he might as well 
give up. There is no hope for you." 

Mr. French. Why, no; on the contrary, that question has never 
been raised in the State since it became a State that I know of, until 
in the campaign of 1904. 
Mr. WoRTHiNGTON. How was it raised then ? 
Mr. French. It was raised as a political question. It was raised 
by the Democratic party. It was commonly believed by the Repub- 
licans of the State, and I think by a great many of the Democrats, 
that it ww ised then because the Democratic party, under its leader- 
ship, knew that they could not, or believed that they could not, carry 
the State if they conducted the campaign upon national issues. The 
people approved of the Administration or Mr. Roosevelt. They 
approved of the policy of the Republican party in Congress; ana 
therefore, should the campaign be waged By the Democratic party 
upon national issues, there would be no possible hope of their curry- 
ing the State. It is believed generally by the Republicans of tne 
State, and by a great many of the Democrats, that it was simply in- the 
hope of furthering the personal ambitions of those who are interested 
in the leadership of the so-called " Democratic party " in, Jdaho for 
1904, that they injected this question into the politics of Idaho. There 
was nothing prior to that time in the history of the politics of the 
State since it became a State, to justify that. The increase in the 
Republican vote or the decrease in the Republican vote in Mormon 
counties had been about the same as the increase and decrease in the 
RepuMicsn vote in the Gentile counties of the State. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you some figures on that subject, Mr. 
FrencV showing the percentages? 

Mr. French. In a general way. v 

Mr. Worthinoton. I wish you would give them to us. 

Mr. French. I would say that from 1892 to 1896 — I have thought 
over the vote on President, and I found that the vote was cast in the 
Mormon counties for Democratic electors in 1896, and also in the 
Gentile counties in the same year. I found that in 1900 the vote had 
increased in the Mormon counties and also in the Gentile counties on 
the Presidential electors. I found that in 1904 the vote had increased 
for the Republican party in the Mormon counties and in the Gentile 
counties, and for those years I have the fibres. 

In the Mormon counties the increase in the* vote on Presidential 
electors was 66.07 per cent 

Mr. Van Cott. That is, for the Republicans ? 

Mr. French. For the Republicans. In the Gentile counties the 
increase in 1904 over 1900 is 80 per cent. 

Mr, Worthjnoton. The Republican vote? 
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Mr. French. The Republican increase; yes. I simply mention 
that to show that the increase is much the same in all parts. 

I have figures showing the increase in other offices as well. In 1902 
I have the vote cast for the candidate for superintendent of public 
instruction, also the vote cast in 1904, in Mormon counties and in 
Gentile counties. I find that the candidate for superintendent of 
public instruction upon the Republican ticket gained in 1904 39.6 per 
cent over the vote received in 1902; and, by the way, I would mention 
that the two candidates that were running in 1904 were the same can- 
(Kdates who were running in 1902. 

Mr. Worthinoton. For that office? 

Mr. French^ Yes; for that office. : - 1 

Mr. Worthinoton. They were ladies, I believe? 
Mr. French. Yes, sir; they are ladies. 

In the Gentile counties I find that the increase in Republican gain 
in 1904 over 1902 is 39.08 pr cent. In other words, there is not 1 per 
cent difference ? and that difference is slightly in favor of the Mormon 
counties. I will say that the home of the Republican candidate is in 
the Mormon counties, and there she ran, in her home county, several 
hundred votes ahead ; but the difference in vote is not 1 per cent. It 
is only about a half of 1 per cent. 

Then I have other figures. I find that comparing the figures of 
1898 with 1900 the vote showed the Republican increase for the can- 
didate for Congress in the Mormon counties 111 per cent, with a small 
fraction over, and in the Gentile counties an increase of 103 per cent— 
almost the same increase. 

I find that in comparing the votes of 1900 and 1902 on the same 
office the Republicans gained in the Mormon counties 20.3 per cent, 
and they gained in the Gentile counties 20.17-25 per cent in 1902 over 
1900. You will notice at this time the slightly increased gain was 
made in the Gentile counties rather than in the Mormon counties, al- 
though in the jrcriod of 1898 to 1900 the slight increase in gain was 
made in the Mcrmon instead of the Gentile counties. 

• I find then, in comparing the figures in 1902 and 1904, that the can- 
didate for Congress gained 42£ per cent in the six Mormon coun- 
ties 

Mr. Worthinoton. The Republican candidate. 

Mr. French. The Republican candidate; and he also gained 41.09 

?er cent in the Gentile counties. In other words, there is less than 
J per cent difference in the gain. This time it is in favor of the 
Mormon counties. 

Now. I find that in comparing the vote for governor, in 1904 the 
Republicans made a gain over 1902 of 39.8 per cent in the Mormon 
counties. They made a gain in the Gentile counties, on governor, of 
27 1-5 per cent. I would say, by the way, that the gain that has been 
made in that case is the result of local conditions, but that the general 
gain is comparatively the same in the Mormon and non-Mormon 
counties, and has been the same up until this campaign, and that it 
was believed very generally by the Kepublicans that there was no rea- 
son for making any campaign that would bring in religious questions 
of this character, and that it was made simply for political purposes. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I will come to that in a moment. Of course, 
there are Gentiles who reside in Mormon counties, and Mormons re- 
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side in some of what are called Gentile counties. That is true, is it 
not? 

Mr. French. Yes ; that is true. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Are there more Mormons in the Gentile coun- 
ties than Gentiles in the Mormon counties, or vice versa ? 

Mr. French. No; there are a great many more Gentiles in the 
Mormon counties than there are Mormons in the Gentile counties. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What is about the total vote of the State? 

Mr. French. The total vote of the State is about 70,000. I have 
not the exact figures. 

Mr. Worthinoton. And about what do you estimate the Mormon 
vote to be? Or have you given that matter any consideration? 

Mr. French. I could rather roughly estimate it. I think it would 
be about 14,000 or 15,000. The Mormon population in the State is 
estimated by leading Mormon officials to be about 40,000 to 45,000 
people, and figuring the same way for their population as I would for 
the rest of the population of the State, which I think is fair, there 
would be about, say. 14,000 to 15,000 voters. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Mr. Jackson estimated the total vote at 60,000 
and the Mormon vote at 20,000. You do not agree with him, then? 

Mr. French. No; that is, I think, simply exaggeration. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Our attention has been directed here to the last 
election in November, and the point has been made against the 
church that in that election there was a very large vote in the Mormon 
counties in favor of the Republican ticket as compared with previous 
years. Have you any information which will throw any light upon 
the cause of that, assuming it to be so? 

Mr. French. As I have shown on two offices here, the gain is within 
one and one-quarter per cent the same in the Gentile counties as it 
is in the Mormon counties. The gain is within one and one-quarter 
per cent on the office of Congressman. It is within one per cent on 
the office of school superintendent, which does not seem to be political. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I understand that you do not agree with the 
conclusion? 
Mr. French. No. 

Mr. Worthinoton. But, assuming that there was something in it, 
was there anything that took place during that campaign that would 
tend to throw the Mormon votes away from the Democratic party 
over into the Republican party over and above what applied else- 
where ? 

Mr. French. Yes'; there were a great many things. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Let me ask you this in the first, place. It has 
appeared here that the Democratic State convention in this last year 
put into its platform a plank which was against polygamy and 
against church domination. 

Mr. French. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. We need not repeat it here. How was that 
plank received and regarded by the Democrats of the State ? 

Mr. French. The Democrats of the State, with the exception of 
these leaders, did not approve of it. In fact I do not know of a 
prominent Democrat in the State, with the exception of Senator 
Dubois, Mr. Jackson, Mr. Heitf eld, Mr. Clay, Mr. Payne, Mr. Flen- 
ner, and Mr. Donnelly, who supported the Pemocratic ticket. I 
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mean those who have been regarded as the State leaders. The most 
of the Democratic State leaders, for instance, took no part, or little 
part, in the campaign. 
Mr. Worthinoton. Why? 

Mr. French. Well, they did not approve of this policy. They 
claimed that it was uncalled for. They claimed that this was injected 
into politics simply for the purpose of, if possible, stirring up the 
voters of the State on this question, and they did not believe in it, 
because they did not believe that those who injected it were sincere. 

Mr. Worthinoton. How was it about the Democratic newspapers 
in the State? What position did they take with reference to this 
antichurch domination business? 

Mr. French. They almost all declined to support the State Demo- 
cratic ticket. 

Mr. Worthinoton. On the ground that that plank was in it? 

Mr. French. Yes; on the ground that that plank was in it. They 
said it was uncalled for. Many of them supported the national 
ticket — supported Mr. Parker — but declined to support the State 
ticket, because they said it was unfair, that it was simply a piece 
of selfish politics upon the part of those instrumental in having that 
plank inserted in the Democratic platform. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Who was your opponent? 

Mr. French. Mr. Benjamin F. Clay. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I do not like to ask you this question, but I 
feel obliged to do so. Were there any arguments made by him in ref- 
erence to the Mormons that would have a tendency to throw the Mor- 
mons away from the support of the ticket which he represented or 
which he was on ? 

Mr. French. Yes. In a general way it was understood that he 
was running upon a ticket that had adopted this plank in its platform 
as a direct slap at the Mormon Church. 

Mr* Worthinoton. Did he use any arguments against the Mor- 
mons that would be likely to turn them against him and against his 
ticket? V 

1 Mr. French. I would say that Mr. Clay did. Mr. Clay even 
exceeded the demands of the platform in his speeches, if his speeches 
were reported correctly »to me, and I campaigned the whole south- 
eastern part of the State. 

Mr. Worthinoton. It was generally reported in the Mormon 
counties that he was making these charges, was it? 

Mr. French. Why, yes. 

Mr. Worthinoton. That would account for the change in the 
vote, or might do so. So let us have it. 

Mr. French. I have been told in those counties that Mr. Clay not 
only charged what was charged in a general way, that the Mormons 
were still practicing polygamy and all that, but made charges against 
them reflecting upon their personal conduct — their personal honor. 
I have been told that he made the statement that the houses of ill- 
fame in Salt Lake City were filled with Mormon girls. I have been 
told that he made the statement from the platform that south Idaho 
is the lambing ground for Utah. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What does that rriean? 

Mr. French. Well, we have in sheep countries places that we 
8. Doc. 486, 59-1, vol 2 35 
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know as the lambing grounds. The lambing grounds are the breed* 
infl grounds. , \ 

Mr. Worthinoton. That is sufficient Do you remember anything 
else tHaT he said ? , 

Mr. French, I have heard that he has said that 75 per cent of the 
marriages are forced marriages 1 in the Mormon Church. 

Now. those statements ar0 not believed in at all by the people 
generally, yet it was understood down there, and I was told that he 
made them, and it was believed that he made them for the purpose 
of throwing the Mormon votes against the Democratic party and into 
the Republican column, for the purpose of aiding them in the cam- 
paign of 1906. It was generally understood that this was simply a 
preliminary campaign looking to the campaign of 1006, which 
involves the election of a United States Senator. 
Mr. Worthinoton, In that connection— though perhaps that an- 
_ swers it— it was brought out in the examination of the previous wit- 
ness that the remarks which were made by Senator Dubois, and which 
were quoted here, were made by one who was not a candidate. Was 
it not understood at this time that this was preliminary to the coming 
election of a Senator in 1906? 

Mr. French. Yes; the statements that were made by Senator 
Dubois to which you refer were made by one who is regarded gener- 
ally as the aspirant for the Senatorial toga in 1906, and these other 
statements, as I have said, were told to me as having been made by 
the candidate for Congress upon the same ticket, Mr. Clay. 

Senator Overman. What would they have to gain in 1906 by driv- 
ing all the Mormon Democrats away feom the party ? 

Mr. French. They would have this to gain or they would hope to 
gain it. They would want to show that S is true that the Mormons 
can be wheeled around from one party to the other. If they can 
make that apparent in the northern counties, the northern counties, 
in their estimation, would resent it, and would immediately then vote 
in twice the numbers for the Democratic ticket. 

Senator Overman. You think it would have the effect to make the 
Republicans change to vote for the Democrats. Is that it ? 

Mr. French. Yea In fact the statements did have some effect. 
The statements in this campaign had some effect of that character. 
There were Republicans that did not support our State tickets, but 
supported the Democrats, because thev believed those statements that 
were made. They actually believed them, v 

Mr* Worthinoton. What can you tell us about this provision or 
resolution that passed the Idaho legislature early in 1903 — in March, 
1903, I think — providing for a constitutional convention? It has 
been stated here that that was the result of a certain visit that John 
Henry Smith made down there immediately before, and that it was 
all in the interest of the Mormon Church to do away with provisions 
againstpolygamy and the test oath. 
Mr. French. I would say I was not in the legislature at that time. 
Mr, Worthinoton. But we have heard a lot of testimony here 
from people who know what the general feeling and understanding 
is in the community, and I presume you know as much about it 43 
they do. 

JjUy French. I was in the East at tfcat ^ime, 
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Mr* WoinsiiNdTON. Mr. Jackson was not in it either. 
Mr. French. Well, I would say this, that I was a member of the 
legislature 

Senator McComas. You say that you were in the East at that time ? 
Mr. French. I was in the East at that time, going home shortly 
afterwards. 

Mr. Worthington. How soon did you return ? 
Mr. French. I think it was in the latter part of June or the first of 
July. 

Mr. Worthington. The testimony here is that there was nothing 

about that matter until nearly a year afterwards 

Senator McComas. When did this occur? 
Mr. Tayler. This occurred in February. 

Mr. Worthington. John Henry Smith's visit down there was in 
February, 1003, and the passage of this resolution was in March. 

Senator McComas. And at Doth these times he was in the East, I 
understand. 

Mr. Tayler. He got back in June. 

Mr. Worthington. It was stated, Senator McComas, that there had 
been no call or suggestion of a constitutional amendment or amend- 
ments to the constitution, as I understood, and I wanted to prove by 
this witness that that was not true. You recollect, of course, that tho 
resolution does not refer at all to the matter of polygamy or State 
interference. It is simply a general call for a constitutional conven- 
tion, and the argument made here is that that was intended to give the 
Mormons an opportunity of ruling Idaho, and to have these clauses 
which were obnoxious to them stricken out. I want to ask this wit- 
ness, as one familiar with the matters in Idaho, whether there was any 
talk about constitutional amendments which might have led up to 
that resolution, aside from the matter of the visit of John Henry 
Smith. 

Senator McComas. I understood your purpose; but I understood 
his answer to be that during that period he was not there. 

.Mr. French. Prior to that time I would say there had been some 
agitation in the State for a new constitution. I believe that when the 
legislature of 1899 convened, to which I had been elected for the first 
time in the preceding election, although we had been a State about 
nine or ten years, there had been passedalready five different constitu- 
tional amendments, and there had been about two others that had 
failed to pass but had been submitted to the people; and I would say 
that during that legislature and during the succeeding legislature, of 
which I was a member, there were numerous resolutions introduced 
calling for various amendments to the constitution, and since that 
time several other amendments to the constitution have passed. 

Mr. Worthington. Did any of these proposed amendments relate 
to polygamy or to the test oath ? 

Mr. French. Oh, no; but then there wis a great deal of talk 
among those who believed that we ought to have these amendments, 
that it would be the best way out of it to simply call a new convention, 
because the State had changed in the ten years so enormously, and 
adopt a constitution that would meet the requirements of the new 
state. 

Mr. Worthington. There was general talk then about a constitu- 
tional convention before this resolution was passed ? 
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Mr. French. There was talk of it ; yes. Personally I saw no real 
good ground for it myself, and during those legislatures opposed that 
idea, because I did not think we needed to. 

Mr. Wobthington. As bearing upon the question of Mormons 
running things in Idaho since the State was admitted to the Union, 
how many State officials have been Mormons ? 

Mr. French. Among the Republicans, to my knowledge, there has 
only been one. That is the man who has served as attorney-general 
during the past two years/ 

Mr. worthington. Mr. Bagley? 

Mr. French. Mr. Bagley. 

Mr. Wortiiington. It appears he was not renominated. 

Mr. French. No ; he was not renominated. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I think there has been some intimation that 
that was because he rendered an opinion to the effect that this, resolu- 
tion for a constitutional convention could not be carried into effect 
because of some additional legislation that was needed and that was 
not enacted. Do you know anything about that, or why he was not 
renominated? 

Mr. French. I do not think so. There were several candidates 
for attorney-general—-Mr. Guheen, Mr. Johnson, and Mr. Bartlett. 
That is, it was reported they were candidates, but at the time of nomi- 
nations there was only one name presented. It seemed that those 
supporting the various other candidates had withdrawn. I do* not 
know of any particular reason why their names should have been 
withdrawn. Of course those who were supporting other candidates 
were advancing reasons, probably, but I do not know of any reason 
that was responsible. * 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Before I leave this line, let me ask what you 
can tell us from your observation and general information there as 
to whether the Mormans do vote aotbraing to their political convic- 
tions Or according to the dictates of the church or the presidency. 

Mr. French. Based upon these figures, covering several years, it 
seems to me the Mormons vote the same as the Gentiles vote. The 
figures bear me out in that belief. If we have a Republican loss in 
Gentile counties, we have an approximately similar Republican loss in 
Mormon counties. If we have a Republican gain in Mormon coun- 
ties, we have about the same Republican gam in Gentile counties. 
I have gone back as far as 1898 on the office of Congressman, and I 
would say that the candidate for Congress always is at the head of 
the ticket upon the official list when there are no Presidential elec- 
tors, and, using that office, there has not been 10 per cent difference 
in any of the elections since 1898, and in two of those campaigns there 
has not been 1J per cent difference in the gain in Mormon counties, 
over Gentile counties, and one of those differences was in favor of the 
Gentile counties instead of the Mormon counties. So I say I do not 
believe there is any good reason to come to the conclusion that they 
vote as a unit at the dictation of their church leaders. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Aside from that .argument, or evidence, what 
do you say as to its being the general understanding or impression 
among the people of your State that the Mormons do vote as the 
church directs, and that the people of your State are led by the nose 
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by their political leaders to do whatever the Mormon Church wants 
to have done? 

Mr. French. I do not think that is correct at all. I noticed in the 
legislature that the Mormons were divided upon questions just the 
same as the other members. I do not believe that is correct. 

Mr. Worthington. So far as your knowledge or information goes, 
is there any foundation for that statement which Mr. Jackson made 
here, which I have just repeated? 

Mr. French. Not that I know of. I do not believe there is. 

Mr. Worthington. Now, on the matter of polygamy, Mr. French. 
You were present, I believe, when Governor McConnell gave his 
testimony ? 

Mr. French. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. In which he made some reference to a tacit 
understanding, or rather acquiescence, on the part of the people there. 
What do you say about that, as to what is the feeling of the people of 
your State, Republicans and Democrats, Mormons and non-Mormons, 
as to how you should treat the situation which you had out there when 
the State was admitted, of a number; of Mormons who had taken 
plural wives before the manifesto of the church forbidding it? 

Mr. French. I would say that I was a boy at the time the State 
was admitted. I was about 15 vears of age, and so at that time did 
not follow very closely the political conditions; but since that time 
it has been my understanding that the question of extermination of 
polygamy was to apply to new polygamy, and that the cases of polyg- 
amy prior to that time were to remain unmolested, and that the belief 
was i generally entertained that that would be the quickest way to get 
rid of the question. 

Mr. Worthington. That if there were no new cases the matter 
would die out of itself? 

Mr. French. Yes; I think that was the general understanding. 

Senator McComas. How many Mormons are there in Latah 
County? 

Mr. French. In Latah County there are very few Mormons. I 
know of one Mormon family there and I have known of several others. 

Senator McComas. You are about 24 hours off from Bear Lake 
County? 

Mr. French. Probably a little farther than that. 

Senator McComas. And the adjacent five other Mormon counties? 

Mr. French. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. How far is Mr. Jackson from these Mormon 
counties? 

Mr. French. Mr. Jackson lives at Boise: That would be several 
hundred miles away. 
Mr. Worthington. And Mr. Balderston? 

Mr. French. He lives several hundred miles away. That is, I 
would think it would be several hundred miles. 
Mr. WoRTHiNGTON. And Mr. Cobb? 

Mr. French. I would think the same in regard to him. * 
Mr. Worthington. What is your observation and knowledge as 
to the extent to which polygamy exists— I mean polygamous cohab- 
itation— in your State now as compared to what it was when you 
became a man and observed these things, or came to know them, say, 
ten years ago? 
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■■■^rllhmiCA, Well, I have inquired very carefully, because I have 
wanted to be right upon this question, in the trips that I have made 
through those counties, and I have been told everywhere that the 
polygamous relations, or the cases of living in polygamy* are rapidly 
on the decrease. I have been told by Mormons that there are only 
about half as many now who have plural wives as lived in the 
State in 1890. 

Mr. Worthington. What do you hear as to the common under- 
standing there as to whether there are any new polygamous mar- 
riages in the State? . 

Mr. French. I have failed to find any. I have inquired, I pre- 
sume, in every county, and probably many times, whether or not 
there are such cases, and I have failed to find anyone who could point 
out a single case. I would say that I remember a talk I had with 
Doctor Hoover, a Gentile living in Montj>elier. I drove from Paris 
to Montpelier to speak at night. I had spoken at Paris in the day- 
time during this last campaign. Tasked him about this and he said 
to me: "I am a doctor and practice my profession throughout this 
county. I am satisfied I would know of any polygamous marriages 
if they exist, and I do not know of a single instance of polygamous 
marriage since the manifesto." I have asked others and have 
obtained similar answers. 

Mr* Worthington. It was testified by Mr. Jackson that he was 
in doubt whether Governor Gooding is a Mormon, because as many 
people say he is a Mormon as say that he is not. What do you know 
about that? . v 

Mr. French. No ; Governor Gooding is a Gentile. 

Mr. Worthington. Is there any doubt about it in the State ? 

Mr. French. I never heard any serious doubt raised. I remember 
that during the campaign it seemed that in Nampa somebody started 
the question, and we joked him some about it, but nobody took it seri- 
ously, and I never heard the question mentioned seriously in the cam- 
paign; No ; I never heard of such a thing seriously. 

Mr* Worthington. You were not here when Mr. Jackson told us 
seriously about it? * 

Mr. French. I heard the statement . 

Mr. WoRTHtNGTON. In your travels in the Mormon counties and in 
your talks with the Mormons, have you got any impression or knowl- 
edge as to what the feeling of the younger Mormon people is — the 
Mormons themselves, the younger element — about this matter of 
polygamy?. 

Mr. French. There is no question about their feeling. It is very 
pronounced against it I have among my friends a great many of 
the younger Mormons. I have asked them frankly that question, 
and talked . with them about it, and they, feel just the same as other 
people do in regard to it; so far as I have been able to learn. They 
respect their parents, those of them that have polygamous parents in 
it. They respect the older members of the church who have lived in 
polvgamy, but, so far as continuing it for a custom or doctrine or be- 
fielf, they ao not approve of it at all. 

Mr. Worthin gton. What is your impression as to what would be 
the result if the manifesto had not been issued or if the law was not 
against it, as to what would be the result of polygamy in Idaho ? 
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Mr. French. If Che manifesto had not been issued and if no laws 
had been made against it, of course I do not know. It might be that 
as long as it was a question of religion they might approve of it, but 
I think that without any further legislation polygamy would end just 
as soon as it will under any other way. 

Mr. Worthington. That is all, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Fbench. I wanted to finish a statement relative to the vote on 
the governor. 

Mr. Worthington. I would like you to add whatever you wish to 
say on that subject, Mr. French. 

Mr. French. You asked me in regard to the vote on various can- 
didates in the Mormon and Gentile counties, and I showed that on the 
vote for governor there had been a considerable increase in 1904 over 
1902. 

Mr. Worthington. Yes. 

Mr. French. I simply wanted to add a word in explanation of why 
that increase in vote should be. The first reason I brought out when 
I spoke of the very virulent charges that were made upoa the rostrum 
by those who were the campaign speakers of the so-called " Demo- 
cratic " party in Idaho in 1904. The other reasons are these: In the 
first place, Mr. Gooding lives in Lincoln County, which is in the 
southern part of the State, and which touches two, I think, of these 
counties that are called Mormon counties. Mr. Gooding is a business 
man. He has large interests throughout the southern part of the 
State. He N has many friends there, and from personal reasons, I 
have no doubt, he would receive a very large vote from the members 
of the Democratic party. On the other hand, Mr. Heitfeld lives in 
Nez Perces County, in the northern part of the State, and formerly < 
lived in Latah County, to which Senator Dubois called attention in 
referring to his majority, and I think that in large part the vote that 
was given to Senator Heitfeld, as candidate for governor, was a per- 
sonal compliment to him by his friends in those two counties. 

Now. there is another reason that I believe also augmented the 
vote of Mr. Heitfeld in the north and diminished the vote of Mr. 
Gooding. That is the sheep and cattle question. The sheep industry 
is more or less general throughout the State, but is an industry that 
rather belongs to the southern portion of the State. The cattle indus- 
try belongs to all parts of the State, but rather belongs to the center 
and north, and many of £he people in the counties where I cam- 
paigned, who were good Republicans, told me that they knew of 
mends who could not support Mr. Gooding because of his being a 
sheep owner, They believed that he would be in sympathy with the 
sheep industries of the State. Mr. Heitfeld, on the other hand, made 
the campaign there with special appeal to the stockmen of the State, 
and, as has already been stated, there was a plank in the platform of 
the Democratic party pronouncing their opinion upon that question, 
which was circulated in those counties. 

Mr. Worthington. What was the difference between the cattlemen 
and the sheep men ? 

Mr. French. The cattle men rather prefer, or do prefer, the 
2-mile limit law, and they were afraid that Mr. Gooding would be in 
sympathy with the sheep men and would probably sign a bill provid- 
ing for its repeal, or something similar, which would militate against 
the cattle mdustry and favor the sheep industry. 
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Mr. Wosthikoton. That operated in favor of the Republican can- 
didate in the southern part of the State? , • 

Mr. French. It operated in favor of the Republican candidate in 
the southern part of the State and in favor of the Democratic candi- 
date in the northern part of the State. 

Mr. Worthington. That is all, Mr. Tayler, 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. French, you know Mr. Cobb, do you? 

Mr. French. Yes; I know Mr. Cobb well. 

Mr. Tayler. What is his business? 

Mr. French. He is the owner of or interested in the Idaho Daily 
Statesman. 

Mr. Tayler. That is the chief paper in your State, is it? 
Mr. French. I believe thatit is regarded generally as the leading 
paper in the State—that it has the largest circulation, and so forth. 
Mr. Tayler. He is a Republican? 
Mr. French. How is that? 
Mr. Tayler. He is a Republican? 
Mr. French. Mr. Cobb? 
Mr. Tayler. Yes, 

Mr. French. I understand that he is; yes* 

Mr, Tayler. You have a doubt about it, have you ? 

Mr, French. His paper j I think,, has consistently supported the 
Republican party on national politics as long as we have been a 
State. It has supported very generally the candidates for State 
office. It has not always supported the Republican candidates for 

oh local matters and State matters 
seems to be independent. I think Mr. Cobb would want me to make 
that statement for him. That is my opinion of his paper. 

Mr. Tatler. Then you would not call him a representative of the 
Republicans of Idaho, would you ? 

Mr. French. He is one of the representative Republicans of Idaho, 
yes, 

Mr. Tayler. And a representative citizen? 
Mr. French. Why, yes. 
Mr. Tayler. Conservative? 

Mr. French. A very fine man— yes^ a very fine man. 
Mr. Tayler. And deeply interested in Idaho, is he not? 
Mr. French. I think he is; yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Balderston has for many years been the editor of 
that paper? 

Mr. French. Yes, sir. .' : .V--- r ''.'-/:.- : A- -vv; 

Mr. Tayler. You said, in answer t6 a question by Mr, Worthington, 
who had quoted to you a remark of Mr. Cobb ; made in evidence here 
last spring, that you never lieard of such a claim being made, or of its 
being referred to particularly until the campaign of 1904. Did you 
not make such a statement as that in connection wUh his question? 

Mr. French. What claim ? 

Mr. Tayler. Well, that the Mormon Church was active in politics 
in Idaho. 

Mr. French.* Why, that statement has probably been made many 
times, but it was never seriously discussed until the Democratic party 
raised the question in 1004, since we have been a State. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you imagine the Democratic party raised that dis- 
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cussion because Mr. Cobb had Just made it down here f He was here 
before the Democratic campaign. 

Mr. French. Yes; but there were preliminaries looking to that 
campaign, and which led up to it, going on in the State. 

Mr. Tayler. At any rate, so far as you recognized, within the last 
year this serious discussion of Mormon entrance into Idaho politics 
first appeared. Is that right? Is that the first? 

Mr. French. I wish you would repeat that. I want to be accurate. 

Mr. Tayler. In the last year, for the first time, has appeared the 
claim that the Mormon Church was entering Idaho politics. 

Mr. French. Why, very generally; yes; and it was discussed, as 
I said, prior to that time somewhat. It is true that the bishops, and 
probably presidents of stakes, belonged to both political parties. 

Mr. Tayler. Yes, undoubtedly. 

Mr. French. And I think I can remember of Republican bishops 
being in the legislature at the time I was there. Also of Democratic 
bishops being there at that time; and I have heard it said 

Mr. Tayler, I am not referring to individual exhibitions of party 
preference by men, whether Mormons or Gentiles, but what I said— 
the claim or entrance by the church, in the sense of officials of the 
church undertaking to express what the desire of leaders of the 
church was, into the politics of Idaho. That is only about a year old, 

as I understand you. 

Mr. French. I think so ; yes. That would be my judgment. 

Mr. Tayler. You heard, I suppose, John Henry Smith testify here 
two weeks ago, did you not ? 

Mr. French. No ; I did not hear hint 

Mr. Tayler. Have you read his testimony ? 

Mr. French. I believe I read it in part ; yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you recall his statement that of all the men with 
whom we talked at Boise in the winter of 1903 in reference to the 
calling of the constitutional convention for the purpose of adopt- 
ing — whether other things or not were to go with it is unimportant— 
s an amendment to the constitution that would remove disabilities 
from Mormons, Governor Morrison, was the only man who discour- 
aged him or who expressed a dissent to the movement? 

Mr. French. I do not remember of haying seen that statement. 
If you say that he stated that, I will accept it. 

Mr. Tayler. I understood you to say* Mr. French, that the people 
of Idaho generally, the Gentiles of Idaho generally, the law-abiding 
and church-going people of that State, are content that the polyg- 
amists now living in Idaho should continue not only to support the 
wives whom they took prior to the manifesto, but that they should 
continue to cohabit with them and have children by them. 

Mr. French. No; I did not make the statement. I do not believe 
that they are content. I think there is a feeling^ generally through- 
out the entire Gentile population to this effect : They would be glad 
if the question had never been raised. They could wish that there 
were no polygamists in the State. They will be glad when the ques- 
tion has entirely passed away ; but I think, on the other hand, they 
feel that it would not be right to punish these men and women, 
who engaged in the polygamous relations prior to the admission of 
the State— about that time and the time of the manifesto. 
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Mr. Tatlee. No matter what Ibeir conduct in that relation has 
been since then, that they ought not to be punished. Is that riffht 1 

Mr. French. I would think that expresses about the feding. I 
would not say that is uniform. Probably it is not The only thing 
is this: If it is not that, I have asked myself, why do not these thou- 
sands of good men and flood women, who are not members of the Mor- 
mon Church but live in Mormon counties, institute proceedings against 
the polygamists who continue their polygamous relations? 

Mr. Tayler. And have you been unable to answer that question to 
your satisfaction? 

Mr. French. My answer is, that I have felt that they have said, 
"This is the best thing we can do in the premises. It is the only 
thing we can do." 

Mr. Tattler. Suppose William Budge was prosecuted, what would 
happen ? His son is the judge and another son is the district attor- 
ney ; and would not the man who prosecuted him be ostracized ? Do 
you not think that is a more reasonable answer to the inquiry that 
you put to yourself than the other that has suggested itself? 

Mr. French. Why, no ; I don't think so. 

Mr. Tayuh. Yon do not think that anybody living among the 
polygamous Mormons is at all deterred from filing an information 
and undertaking to prosecute either by the physical difficulties of 
getting prosecutors and judges and juries to convict, or by the ostra- 
cism that would result from his undertaking that prosecution ? You 
think those are not o©g*at influences upon anybody! 

Mr. French. I think they do enter m somewhat; yes. 

Mr. Tayler. They just slightly enter in, but that is not the chief 
reason, is it? - - :; -•/•;• 

Mr. French* No ; I think the chief reason, as I said before, is that 
the thing has been done, and we do not feel like bringing it up now 
and punishing those men, Way do not believe it Would do any good 
for the future. I believe they generally feel that polygamy is not 
continuing— that is, that new polygamous eases are not being entered 
into\ and, in fact, that many of these who were living in polygamy, 
have ceased living in polygamy, and continue to support their wives. 

Mr, Tatler. You are not misunderstanding me, Mr. French, be- 
cause I do not want yon to be misquoted in your answer. I am re- 
ferring to the men who are to-day living with polygamous wives 
\ and rearing children as the fruit of those polygamous marriages 
Wow. • ' .' 
\ Mr. French. Yes. 

\ Mr! Tayler. Children born to-day, to-morrow, next year— that 
they look with 'suracient complacency on that not to care particularly 
whether th^^ they ought not to 

be; disturbed ? That is your language, I believe. 
. Mr. French. I think the people of those counties feel that way. 
Mr. Tayler. Do the people of the State generally feel that way? 
Mr. French* I do not believe the people of the State or those 
counties know that such a condition as that exists. I do not believe 
it does exist 

Mr. Tayler. They do not? Do they read? The people of your 
State can read, can they not? 
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Mr. French, Tee; I am very glad to say the people of the State 
of Idaho arc very enlightened people. 

Mr. Tayler. And I suppose the percentage of illiteracy is as little 
there as anywhere? 

Mr. French. It stands as one of the States having the smallest 
percentages of illiteracy. 

Mr. Taylkr. They read the newspapers and know what is go- 
ing on? 

Mr. French. Yes; they do. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you suppose they read the challenge to Mr. Borah, 
in which twenty names were given of people and their wives in the 
last campaign ? 

Mr. French. They read the answer that Mr. Borah gave, too. 
Mr. Tayler. Exactly. 

Mr. French. That if new cases of polygamy would be certified 
up to him 

Mr. Tayler. I do not want to interrupt you, but do not let ua 
get away from the point. I have not touched the cases of new 
polygamy. I have not referred to them by the faintest sugges- 
tion I am talking about men who have had wives all along, who 
took them prior to 1800. Let us assume that. 

Mr. French. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. And who are to-day having children by their wives, 
That is the thing I am talking about. Is it that that the people 
of Idaho do not know about, or something else that they are ignorant 
about? Which is it? Are the people of Idaho ignorant of the 
fact that there are a great many polygamists in Idaho to-day with 
plural wives? 

Mr. French. I think they know that. 

Mr. Tayler. Rearing children by them ? 

Mr. French. I think they know that, too. 

Mr. Tayler. You think they know that? 

Mr. French. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you understand, Mr. French, that it has always 
been against the law to take a plural wife? 
Mr. French. Why, yes. 

Mr. Tayler. That no plural wife whom any man has today was 
taken except in violation of law? You know that, do you not? 
Mr.. French. Why, yes; that is true. 

Mr. Tayler. But that the higher law only supervened to deny 
the right to take additional wives in 1890? That is right? 

Mr. French. Well, they had not felt that the other Taw was cor- 
rect They had not felt that the Government would support that, 
but when the Government did, in a decision that, I believe, was 
handed down in 1890, then they were willing to accept it. 

Mr. Tayler. In 1890? 

Mr. French. I think that, was about the time of the decision. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you not know it was handed down in 1878? 

Sir* French. Oh, yes; I know there was one, but they did not 

Mr. Tayler. Was not that the time when the Supreme Court said 
that no man can take two wives and not violate the law of the land? 
Was pot that the decision that settled for all time, in the mind of any 
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honest man who wanted to know, the question whether the law 
against taking more wives than one was constitutional? 

Mr. French. Well, I say I personally accept that. I am not offer- 
ing this as a defense or explanation. 

Mr. Tayler. I understand. 

Mr. French. I simply make the statement that I believe repre- 
sents the thought of the Mormon people at that time. That is all. 

Mr. Tayler. They did not, then, accept the decision of the Su- 
preme Court upon that subject, did they? 

Mr. French. I believe they feel that they were not properly repre- 
sented before the court at that time. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you ever read the opinion of Chief Justice Waite 
in that case? 

Mr. French. I would say I have not made a close study of that 
case; no. 

Mr. Tayler. I think if you would read it you might say that there 
was no doubt about what the Supreme Court said was the law of our 
civilization and the law of the land. 

Mr. Worthinoton. The witness did not intimate any doubt on that 
subject. Mr. Tayler. He said the Mormons understood they were not 
proper! V represented in the presentation of that case to the court. 

Mr. Tayler. I understand* 

Mr. French. And you understand my statement is to the effect 
that I did not say I did not accept that as good law. I said there was 
that feeling among the Mormon people. 

Ifc of that feeling that 

you have just now described I WBere did you get information that the 
feeling existed in the Mormon mind that they were not properly rep- 
resented in the case of Reynolds v. Utah! 

Mr. Worthinoton. Reynolds t>. United States. 

Mr. Tayler. Yes ; Reynolds v. United States. 

Ifr. French. You say, where did I get it ? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes; from whom! It is interesting to me, for I 
never heard that any such doubt existed. 

Mr. French. I do not remember just who first made that state- 
ment, but I remember that several of us who were here were talking 
the Question over whv they did not accept it prior to that time, and 
the statement was made. I simply offer it as a suggestion that that 
was the reason. 

Mr, Tayler. That is to say, the thing that was in the Mormon 
mind was that although the Cnief Justice of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, all of the members of the Supreme Court con- 
curring, declared that no religious belief would justify the practice 
of taking more wives than one, the members of the church did not 
accept that as declaring the law because they had not been properly 
represented in that case before the Supreme Court Is that correct? 

Mr. French. That is my opinion, that there is a feeling very gen- 
eral among the Mormons ; yes. 

The Chairman. I want to ask one or two questions, Mr, French. 
You are a Member of Congress from Idaho ? 

Mr. French. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You have just been reelected ? 
Mr. French. Yes, sir. 
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The Chairman. So you have made a canvass of the State twice f 
Mr. French. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. In that canvass you took no thought of the sup- 
port of the Mormon Church one way or the other ? 

Mr. French. I never did. I never in any campaign or any con- 
vention took any thought of the Mormon Church as a church. There 
arc people who belong to churches. There are Methodists who belong 
to the Methodist Church, and so on. 

The Chairman. I understand. 

Mr. French. We think of them as individuals. I have. 
The Chairman. Your answer is that you take no thought of the 
organization. 

Mr. French. No ? sir ; I have not, nor have I conferred with any 
leader of the organization relative to politics. 

The Chairman. Very well. You have conferred with none of the 
leaders? - 

Mr. French, No, sir. 

The Chairman. No bishop? 

Mr. French. No ; not relative to church support. Of course I 
know them as individuals, and talk politics to them as I talk politics 
to other individuals, but never what the church could do 

The Chairman. But not with the thought that they could have any 
influence any more than anybody else? 

Mr. French. Only as an individual. 

The Chairman. That is all ? 

Mr. French. That is ail ; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You never visited, I suppose, in either of these 
campaigns, Salt Lake City ? 
Mr. French. I never did. 

The Chairman. I wanted simply to find out the fact about it 

Mr. French. I passed through Salt Lake once as a very small boy, 
and I passed through a year or so ago during a trip West from the 
East— not d uring a campaign. 

The Chairman. I do not care anything about that. The other 
question was answered fairly and squarely, and I have not the slight- 
est interest in whether you did go there years ago as a boy. 

Mr. French. I say when I did pass through a year or so ago I did 
not see any Mormons that I knew to talk to. 

The Chairman. The Mormons, you say, divide politically? 

Mr. French. That has been my observation. 

The Chairman. Speaking about some convention where there 
were — some 46 Mormons, did you say ? 
Mr. French. I believe I said 43. 

The Chairman. Did they vote as a body one way or the other ? 
Mr. French. I do not think they voted as a body because they were 
Mormons. 

The Chairman. That is not my question. I asked you if they 
voted as a body? 1 

Mr. French. They all voted for Mr. Gooding; yes. 

The Chairman. That is what I wanted to get at. 

Mr. French. They came, however, from the counties surrounding 
Mr. Gooding's county. 



The Chairman. That I did not ask you. f simply wanted to know 
how they voted. , 

Mr* French. That is true ; they voted lor Mr. Gooding, Let me 
answer that a little further. 

The Chairman. Certainly. 

Mr. French. To say they voted as a body might imply that they 
cast their vote as a body of 43 members. 
The Chairman. I did not mean that. 

Mr. French. There were a few in one countv, a few in another 
county, a few in another county, and whole counties voted that way. 

The Chairman. That might throw additional light on it, perhaps, 
but the delegates to the convention voted for the same man t 

Mr, French. Oh, yes; that is true. All of the delegates from all 
those counties voted for the same man, whether they were Gentiles or; 
Mormons. 

Hie Chairman, I understand you to say that you apprehend there' 
are persons living in polygamy in Idaho in violation of the law 
to-day? 

Mr. French. I did not quite catch the question. 

The Chairman. Did I understand you to say there are persons liv- 
ing in polygamous cohabitation in Idaho to-day f 

Sir, French, I do not know of that I have heard that statement 
made; yes. 

The Chairman. You have heard that? 

Mr. French. Yes; I have heard it brought out here and I have 
read it in the papers. 

The Chairman. You never heard it out there? 

Mr. French. Yes; I have seen that statement made in the papers 
and I have heard it said. 

The Chairman, Do you not, of your own knowledge, know of per- 
sons living in polygamous cohabitation in Idaho? 

Mr. French. Why, no; I do not I would say that to the best of 
my information I have never been in a polygamous home. I know, 
probabiv, some of these men. I think I could recognize some of the 
names that were mentioned there. One of those gentlemen, I believe, 
runs a hotel, and it is possible I stopped at that hotel. Other than 
that I do not know of anv case where I ever stopped at a home where 
a man lived who is said to be a polygamist or who is a polygamic 

The Chairman. When was the State admitted? 

Mr. French. I think it was in 1890, about July 3, if I remember 
rightly. 

The Chairman. You mentioned some reason why prosecutions are 
not conducted for the violation of law? 
Mr. French. Yes. 

The Chairman, Prohibiting polygamy. That it was generally 
thought best to let it alone ? 

Mr. French. Yes; I think there are only about— 

The Chairman. Yes, I understand ; *and it will cease when the 
presentpolygamists die? 

Mr. French. I think that is the general feeling; yes. 

The Chairman. And it will be continued until they do die? 

Mr. French, That would no doubt be the opposite inference, yes$ 



and I believe that most polygamists would live in that stale mitt! 
their death. 

The Chairman. Do you know of any prosecutions? 

Mr. French. Why, no; not since then. In fact, as was said here, 
I have talked with or read the statements of those who were inter- 
ested in politics at that time, and they seemed to be of the opinion 
that it was generally understood that the 

The Chairman, That I did not ask you anything about, Mr. 
French. You answered the question. I want to know, because you 
seem to be familiar with the politics of that State* what would be the 
effect upon your political fortunes if it came within your knowledge 
that a member of that church was living in polygamy in your own 
town and you should make complaint against htm and have hint 
arrested f 

Mr. French. You say what would be the effect! 
The Chairman. How would it affect you, or would it affect yon 
at all! 

Mr. French. If it were an old case — that is, I don't mean by that 
an old person; I mean if it were an old case, a case prior to - 
I believe that the Mormons of the State and a great many other people 
would resent any such thing as that If it were a new case, I believe 
the Mormons of the State would very generally support me in it; 
but, on the other hand, there would be some of them who would still 
feel that I was not doing right 

The Chairman. They would turn against you, then! 

Mr. French. Some would; but I believe that the Mormons of the 
State do not approve of new polygamous marriages and relations. 

The Chairman. Suppose you should complain of a person married, 
previous to the admission of the State, to a plurality of wives, who 
was continuing to live with these wives and raising families by all 
of them. If you should complain of such a case as that, how would 
itaffectyou! 

Mr. French. I think it would be resented by the members very 
generally of the Mormon Church. I think so. 

The Chairman. So it is quite necessary, in politics, not to offend 
that church by such a step as that! y 

Mr, French. Well, I think they would regard it as rather a breach 
of faith. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. French. I think thev would. 

The Chairman. Naturally. 

Mr. French. I do not mean upon my part, but a breach of faith 
entered into with the leaders of political parties. 

The Chairman. If, you should make an attempt to punish, or be 
an instrument in securing the punishment ot men who are living in 
violation of the law to-day— I do not care when the marriage was 
contracted— you think the Mormon Church and a great many other 
people of the State would resent it! 

Mr. Worthinoton. He did not say the Mormon Church, Mr. Chair- 
man. He said the Mormons. 

The Chairman. The Mormons, then. I will leave out the word 
" Church." They would resent H I 
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Bfr* French. I did not quite catch the force of that one clause you 
used* Did you say " Without having any regard to when the mar- 
riage occurred ? " 

The Chairman. No; but if they are continuing, I say. I will 
assume, in other words, that the marriage occurred previous to the 
-admission of the State, or to what is called the manifesto* 

MrrfftiNOH. Yes. 

The Chairman. And the parties are living together, with a multi- 
plicity of wives, and having children by all the wives. You say if 
you should attempt to prosecute such people for the violation of the 
law it would be resented? 

Mr* French. My judgment is that it would. My judgment is that 
even the younger members of the church would resent that in this 
way. They would feel that we were rather violating the good faith 
of 1800. 

The Chairman. That might jeopardize, then, your political for- 
tunes before the people, if you should do that? 
Mr. French. Oh, wellj that might be a deduction, too; yes. 
lie Chairman/ That is all. , 

Mr. Tayler. Speaking about this understanding, Mr. French, are 
you sufficiently familiar with the history of this controversy to know 
what the written understanding was about it ? 

Mr. French. No ; I am not. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you not know there was a written understanding 
with the President of the United States ? 

Mr. French. No ; I ani not familiar with that. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you ever hear of the petition for amnesty signed 
by the apostles and the presidency, or all who were in this country ? 
There may have been one or two absentees. Did you ever hear of 
that? 

Mr. French. I understand, in a general way* that there was some- 
thing of that kind. I never read it. 
Mr. Tayler. You have spoken about an understanding. 
Mr. French. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. You recall that petition signed, as I say v by these 
apostles, in which they pray for amnesty for those who had been pros- 
ecuted, and you know the prosecutions were almost all for polygamous 
cohabitation, were they not? 

Mr. French. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. There was rarely a prosecution for polygamy on ac- 
count of the difficulty of proving the polygamous marriage, and they 
sought to have the ban of these prosecutions lifted, and concluded the 
prayer for amnesty by this : 

"As shepherds of a patient and suffering people we ask amnesty 
for them and pledge our faith and honor for their future." 

Did you understand that to mean their faith and honor that they 
would abstain from polygamous cohabitation as well as from making 
plural marriages? 

Mr. Worthington. He said he was not familiar with it. 

Mr. Tayler. Oh, Mr. Worthington, do not interfere with your 
witness* 

Mr. French. I have never read that 

Mr. Tayler. You never read that, Mr. French? 
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Mr, Fmnch. No ; not that statement you are reading. 

Mr. Tatles. You never read this plea for amnesty ? It is the heart 
of the whole Mormon question. Do you not know that ! 

Mn Wokthikgtox. I object to Mr. Tayler making his argument in 
the examination of this witness. 

Mr. Tayubb. Let me ask you this: Did you ever read President 
Harrison's amnesty proclamation, issued in January, 1908! 

Mr. French. If Tread it, I am not familiar with it. 

Mr. Tatleb. And will not this refresh your recollection, that in 
that jproclamtion it was said : 

"Whereas on or about the 6th day of October, 1890, the church of 
the letter- Day Saints, commonly known as the ' Mormon Church,' 
through its president, issued a manifesto proclaiming the purpose of 
said church no longer to sanction the practice of polygamous mar- 
riages, and calling upon all members and adherents of said church to 
obey the laws of the United States in reference to said subject-matter; 
ana 

" Whereas it is represented that since the date of said declaration 
the members and adherents of said church have generally obeyed said 
laws, and have abstained from plural marriages and polygamous 
cohabitation; and v 

" Whereas by a petition dated December 19. 1891 " 

That is the petition to which I have j ust reterred 

" the officials of said church, pledging the membership thereof to a 
faithful obedience to the laws against plural marriage and unlawful 
cohabitation, have applied to me to grant amnesty for past offenses 
against said laws, wnieh request a very large number of influential 
non-Mormons residing in the Territories have also strongly urged; 
and 

u . Whereas the Utah Commission, in their report bearing date Sep- 
tember 15, 1892, recommend that said petition be granted, and said 
amnesty proclaimed under proper conditions as to the future observ- 
ance of the law, with a view to the encouragement of those now dis- 
posed to become law-abiding citizens; and 

"^Whereas during the past two years such amnesty has been granted 
individual applicants in a very large number of cases, conditioned 
upon the faithful observance of the laws of the United States against 
unlawful cohabitation, and there are now pending many more such 
applications: 

'' Now, therefore, L Benjamin Harrison, President of the United 
States, by virtue of the powers in me vested, do hereby declare and 
grant a full amnesty and pardon to all persons liable to the penalties 
of said act by reason of unlawful cohabitation under the color of 
polygamous or plural marriage, who have, since November 1, 1890, 
abstained from such unlawful cohabitation; but upon the express 
condition that they shall in the future faithfully obey the laws of the 
United States hereinbefore named, and not otherwise. Those who 
shaU &il to avail themselves of the clemency hereby offered will be 
rigorously prosecuted." 

You never heard of that? 

Mr. French. As I said, I am not familiar with that ; no. 

Mr. Tatose. But notwithstanding that proclamation and that 
statement, you say there was an unwritten understanding that they 
should not be disturbed? 

a Doc 486, 59-1, vol 2 3A 



Mr. French. Aft I understand it, thai U the statement that Senator 
Dubois makes in the United States Senate. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. French, that story was all right for a cam- 
paign, hot here is what Senator Dubois said in that very speech : 

44 The polygamous relations, of course, should not continue, but we 
would not compel a man to turn his families adrift " 

That is the speech. 

Mr. French. Yes; there is more than that, if I could hare oppor- 
tunity to find it 
Senator Dubois. Here it is: 

"We had no authority of law, but we took it upon ourselves to as- 
sure them that those older men who were living in the polygamous 
relation who had growing families which they had reared and were 
rearing before the manifesto was issued, and at a time when they 
thought they had a right under the Constitution to enter the polyg- 
amous relation— that uiose older men and women and their children 
should not be disturbed ; that the polygamous man should be allowed 
to support his numerous wives and their children. The polygamous 
relations, of course, should not continue, but we would not compel a 
man to turn his families adrift" 

Mr. French. Yes; that is the statement. 

Mr. Tatter. You understand that I have never referred to a* case 
of new polygamy or of caring for the unfortunate companion of a 
man who had taken plural wives? 

Mr^ lUTiJBB. You understand all your questions have relation to 
this tMng of having their wives bear new children? You have un- 
derstood, have you not, that all my inquiries to you have touched 
only that phase of polygamous cohabitation since 1890? 

Mr* Fb»nch. I understand that what you are speaking of now 
applies in the wav that you outline ; yes. 

Afr. Tayler. f do not understand you now. Do you not under- 
stand that in every question I have asked you with respect to what is 
the attitude of the people of Idaho and what your attitude is, and 
with respect to any possible prosecution that may occur, I have been 
asking you— and have been particularly guarded in my language so 
as to exdude anything else-r-solely about those cases of men who 
are having children by their plural wives now and since 1890? You 
understand that is the only thing I have asked you about in refer- 
ence to this subject of pol vgamous cohabitation ? 

Mr. French. I understand generallv that that is the trend of your 
questions ; yes— whether there would be any- 

Mr. Tatler. Please understand, then, that that is the specific trend 
of it, and if you have any remark to make after that suggestion — I 
mean in justice to yourself and to me—I want vou to make it, be- 
cause X do not want you to confuse in my questions anything in 
respect to that humane duty that a man owes to a woman to whom he 
was married, or to children whom that woman has borne him, but 
only to answer in reference to the relations that he continues as a 
husband, in the fullest sense of the term, with that woman. You 
understand that is all I have asked you about ? 

Mr. French* Well, I understand that that is the general trend of 
your questions. 
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Mr. Tatleb. Did you ever meet M F. Cowley? 
Mr. French. No; I never met him that I know of. 
Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

The Chairman. You say the younger element of the Mormons are 
opposed to the taking of new wives? 

Mr. French. I have talked with younger members 

The Chairman. Are thev opposed to itT 

Mr. French. That would be my judgment. I believe they are; 
vea 

* The Chairman. What would be your judgment about a constitu- 
tional amendment prohibiting polygamy m all the States and all the 
Territories? 

Mr. French. I believe they would support it. I think there was 
a strong movement even in Utah, so the papers reported a year or 
so ago, for the legislature to call upon Congress to pass such an 
amendment, or make provision for such an amendment. 

The Chairman. Such an amendment as that would be hailed with 
acclaim generally bv the Mormons and all the people? 

Mr. French. 1 think they would approve 01 it. I think so. 

Tho Chairman. Have you any doubt about it? 

Mr . French. Why, I do not doubt but what they would, because 
I have talked with'them. I do not know that that question was ever 
raised. I believe I can remember one gentleman with whom I dis- 
cussed the question and he was of that opinion, that they would 
approve of it. 

The Chairman. Knowing the situation as you do in Idaho, what 
_ would be jour judgment as to that being the most effective way of 
reaching it — a constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy in 
the States? 

Mr. French. In the State of Idaho? 

The Chairman. In the States everywhere. 

Mr. French. Why, yes; that would be all right. 

The Chairman. That would be vour judgment, that it would be 
an effective way of reaching it? * 

Mr. French. That would be an effective way; yet?. 

The Chairman. And would meet with your approval, of course? 

Mr. French. I can not see any reason why it should not; no. It 
would meet with my approval. 

The Chairman. I understood that if you prosecuted a person who 
was living in violation of the laws of the land, the Mormons and 
others, Gentiles 

Mr. Worthin GTON . If married before the manifesto, he said. 

Hie Chairman. Yes; would resent it 

Mr. French. I said that I felt that, generally speaking, they would. 
I believe that, generally speaking, they do not understand this ques- 
tion as Mr. Tayler has suggested it I think they would resent it 

The Chairman. You think they would resent it? 

Mr. French. I rather think they would. 

The Chairman. And if you '"-were inning for your present posi- 
tion in Congress, for instance, and you shouldmake complaint against 
any person of the Mormon faith for living in polygamous cohabita- 
tion, you think they would* resent it ? 

Mr. French. I think they would ; yes. 
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The Chairman. How would they manifest that resentment! 
Mr French. They would manifest it by simply supporting some- 
body else, I suppose. 
The Chairman. Instead of you? 
Mr* French. I suppose they would. > 
The Chairman. That is all 

Mr. Worthinoton. You say you think the Mormons generally 
would resent it. I understood jrou to say a while ago you thought a 
good many of the non-Mormons in the State would resent it too ? 

Mr. French. Yes ; £ think so, 

Mr. Worthinoton. Is it not a fact that a great many of the 
Democratic non-Mormon newspapers and people did resent the inser- 
tion of that in the Democratic platform last summer ? 

Mr. French. Yes; that is true. * 

I would like permission here to make one cr two more statements in 
this connection; I have heard that in Bear Lake County there have 
been two births in polygamous families since 1890, and I feel that the 
people in that county— 

Mr. Tatler. Do you mean that there have been only two, or that 
you have heard of two f 

* Mr. French. The gentleman who told me, told me that he thought 
he would know of all such cases if they occurred, and that in nis 
judgment there were only two* 

Mr. WoRTHiNOTdN. He is a physician, did you say? 

Mr. French. Yes; this is Doctor Hoover. He told me there had 
been only two; and I would say that if in the period of some fourteen 
years there were only these two cases— that may be wrong; I am 
simply stating that— I believe it is a very.rare thing. 

'Mr. Worthinoton, Mr. French, in reference to the matters as to 
which Mr. Tayler has examined vou, and especially the petition and 
proclamation of amnesty which followed it by President Harrison, I 
will ask you whether or not your judgment that this tacit understand- 
ing existed in Utah and in Idaho would be at all supported by the 
fact after that petition and after that amnesty proclamation Con- 
gress admitted the State of Utah into the Union and required only 
in this connection that the State should prohibit polygamous or 
plural marriages afterwards and said nothing about polygamous 
cohabitation, and the further fact that Idaho was admitted after 
that without any provision at all on the subject? Would not that 
tend to support your idea ? 

Mr. French. I rather think it would. ^ 

Mr. Worthinoton, That former marriages were not to be inter- 
fered With, and that the United States was a party to the agreement 

Mr, French. That, I think, is the feeling of those people. As I 
said, I was a boy then. I had no part in the understanding, and am 
simply interpreting what I think is the .feeling of the people of the 
State and the Mormons upon that question. 

The Chairman. Have you anything further! 

Mr. Worthinoton. I think that is all. 

DURATION OP SESSIONS. 

t 

The Chairman, Who is your next witness? 

Mr. Worthinoton. Can we not $op now, Mr. C ha i rjn aiyf 
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The Chairman. I would like to go on until 5 o'clock, unices there 
is some special reason lor not doing so. We could get started on 
another witness. 

Mr. Worthinoton. We hid not expected to go on further to-day. 

The Chairman. Have you not some witness you can start with? 

Mr. Worthinoton. We could, hut it would be with very little satis- 
faction to ourselves. I was going to say that, if the committee desire 
that the sessions shall extend until 5 o'clock, we will try to arrange 
cur affairs to conform to it. The committee has very seldom here- 
tofore sat after 4 o'clock. 

The Chairman. I said to the members of the committee that we 
would remain in session until 5 o'clock each day, but if counsel are 
taken by surprise about it we will not go on longer to-day. You have 
no witness ready I 

Mr. Worthington. We have witnesses, but we are not in a position 
to jro on with satisfaction to ourselves, and, I think, to the committee. 

The Chairman. I did not know but that you might start with a 
witness and proceed with a few of the preliminaries. 

Mr. Worthington. We would very much prefer to adjourn now 
for the day, and we will arrange to go on hereafter until 5 o'clock. 

The Chairman. How about the recess being from 12 until half past 
1, instead of until 2 o'clock? 

Mr. Worthington. That will be satisfactory to us. 

The Chairman. That can be determined later. The committee 
will stand adjourned now until to-morrow morning at 10 o'clock. ' 

The committee (at 4 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) adjourned until 
to-morrow, Tbursaay, January 12, 1905, at 10 o'clock a. m. 



Washington, D. C, January /#, 1906. 
The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Present: Senators Burrows (chairman), Foraker, Knox, and Du- 
bois; also Senator Smoot ; also Robert W. Tavler, counsel for the prot- 
estants, and A. S. Worthington and Waldemar Van Cott, couasel 
for the respondent. 

The Chairman. Mr. Worthington, call the next witness. 

TESTIMONY OF F. H. HOLZHEIMEE. 

F. H. Holzheimer, being duly sworn, was examined, and testified 
as follows : 
Mr. Van Cott. What is your age? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Thirty-seven. 
Mr. Van Cott. Where were you bom ? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Lewiston, New York State. 
Mr. Van Cott. Where did you live in your early years? 
Mr. Holzheimer. In the State of Michigan. 
Mr. Van Cott. For how many years? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Our family moved to Utah about twenty years 
ago. 

Mr. Van Cott. .Did you live in Michigan until that time? 
Mr. Holzheimer. I did. 

Mr. Van Cott. How many years would that be? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Seventeen ; about sixteen years it was, really. 
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Mr. Van Gott. How long 

Mr. Holzheimer. About twenty years. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you have occasion to travel in different parts 
of the State? 
Mr* Holzheimer. Yes, sir. ' 
Mr. Van Cott. How generally f 

Mr. Holzheimer. Between the years 1889 and 1894 I was con- 
stantly traveling throughout the State of Utah in the interest of the 
Rio Grande Railroad Company. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did that end in the latter vear? 

Mr. Holzheimer. No. At' that time I left and was gone for two 
years studying law at Ann Arbor, Mich. 

Mr. Van Cott. You graduated in law at Ann Arbor? 

Mr. Holzheimer. In 1896. 

Mr. Van Cott. You then went back to Utah ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I did. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long were you there? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I was in Utah constantly from that time until 
two years ago last November. 

Mr* Van Cott. Where did you then go? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Pocatello, Idaho. 

Mr. Van Cott. In what part of Idaho is Pocatello? 

Mr. Holzheimer. In the southern part, in the county of Bannock. 

Mr. Van Cott v Is that what is called one of the Mormon counties ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. It is. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you been practicing your profession there ? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir; 

Mr. Van Cott. How ge^ become acquainted in the 

State of Idaho since you went there? 

Mr. Holzheimer. My brother and I are in partnership, and the 
business of the firm had been started several years prior to.my going 
to Idaho. So when I went there two years and more ago we had an 
established practice, and it has been an extensive practice since that 
time. ■ 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you traveled in different parts of Idaho? 
Mr. Holzheimer. I have. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you belong to the Mormon Church? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I do not. 

Mr Van Cott. Have you ever belonged to it? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Never. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you belong to any church ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. To the Episcopal Church. 

Mr. Van Cott. In politics what are you ? 

Mr. HolzheimIbr. A Democrat. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you always been? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Always been a Democrat, except in the early 
days of Utah I . belonged to what was known then as the Liberal 
Party. 

Mr. Van Cott. That took in all Gentiles, irrespective of their 
politics? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Irrespective of politics. • 
Mr. Van Cott. Have you taken any interest in politics since you 
have been in Idaho? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Van Cott. Now, calling your attention to the campaign of 
1904, did you attend any convention ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I attended the convention that met at Lewiston, 
which started on the 15th of August, 1904, as a delegate from Ban- 
nock County. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was that a Democratic convention? 

Mr. Holzheimer. It was. 

Mr. Van Cott. What was the purpose of it? 

Mr. Holzheimer. The purpose of that convention was to adopt 
a platfdrm for the campaign of 1904. 

Mr. Van Cott. The State campaign ? 

'Mr. Holzheimer. State and national 

The Chairman. May I interrupt you for just a moment? 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. I wish to inquire whether the two witnesses who 
.testified yesterday will be wantea by either of the parties? 

Mr. Van Cott. We shall probably want to recall them. Anyway 
we should like to have them remain here until we are through with 
the Idaho matter. 

The Chairman. Very well. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Holzheimer, were you present during the time 
' the convention sat ? 

Mr. Holtzheimer. I was, all the time. 

Mr. Van Cott. I wish you would give us a general idea, and go 
into detail if you think it necessary, as to the discussion that took 
place there regarding the resolution that contained and the resolution 
that did not contain the word " adultery," following them along 
through the convention, and particularly bear in mind the connection 
of what is called the Mormon people therewith. 

Mr. Holzheimer. To do that, Mr. Van Cott, I would necessarily 
have to explain something that took place prior to the meeting of that 
convention. t 

Mr. Van Cott. Do it in your own way, so as to make it clear and 
intelligible. 

Mr. Holzheimer. During the summer particularly of 1904, the 
Mormon question was agitated in southern Idaho particularly, I 
^uess, and it was intimated and said on divers occasions and at what 
Vas known as the Weiser convention, held prior to the Lewiston con- 
vention, at which convention delegates were named for the national 
convention of the Democratic party— it was reported and currently 
taked of on the streets in Pocatelfo that an attack was to be made 
upm the Mormon people themselves, and they were classed as crim- 
inas and lawbreakers, and that it was the intention of the Lewiston 
conention to pass some sort of a resolution condemning them gener- 
ally. 

Tls talk created quite a sentiment, quite a feeling among the Mor- 
mon jeople in that end of the country, and when they went to Lewis- 
ton ari attended the convention, there was quite a feeling among them 
that % had been villified and insulted, and that some injury was to 
be don them. 

Whei the convention met I was appointed one of the committee 
upon plfcform and resolutions, which consisted of one member from 
each couty. That committtee met in session and appointed a sub- 
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committee of five, whose business it was to draft a platform for that 
campaign. 

We met in the subcommittee and drafted a platform in which was 
contained a plank, known as the Mormon plank, very much similar 
to the one afterwards passed by the convention. 

There was a minority report made to this plank, asking that it be 
stricken out of the platform. The fight was made in the convention 
upon that proposition, and the convention voted, I believe, by a vote 
of 158 to ill to strike out this plank from the platform. 

The final vote was taken a little after midnight, I believe, and the 
convention then adjourned. During the night Mr. Heitfeld— 

Senator Dubois. Would it interrupt you at all— — 

Mr Holzheimer. No, sir ; not at all. 

Senator Dubois. If I were Jbo ask you to state there who voted to 
strike out the plank and who voted to keep it in? I do not want to 
disturb you. 

Mr. Holzheimer. It is no interruption. 

The Chairman. Do you mean the names ? 

Senator Dubois. Oh, no; I mean the factions. 

Mr. Tayler. This was the first convention ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. By factions or by counties ? 

Senator Dubois, Generally speaking, did the Mormons and their 
adherents vote to strike out the plank ? 

Mr* Holzheimer. They did, certainly. 

Senator Dubois. And those who desired anti-Mormon legislation 
voted to keep the plank in ? 

^ and say this. I learned from 

convocations I had with delegates from the north that they voted to 
sustain that Mormon plank because it was told them that it was nec- 
essary for the good of the State. They had no opinion one way or 
the other. 

Senator Dubois. You can state that afterwards. I want the facts 
of the vote in the convention, and that is all. 

Mr. Holzheimer. As it was voted upon in the convention, I think 
all of the southern counties, not only the Mormon counties, but others 
besides the Mormon counties, voted solidly to have that plank stricken 
out of the platform. 

The Chairman. At what date was this convention held ? 

Mr* Holzheimer. August 15, 1904. 

The Chairman. It is the August convention you are now speakn 
oft 

Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir. 
The Chairman. Have you a copy of that plank? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Not the one that was stricken out. 
The Chairman. Can you— ~ 

Mr. Holzheimer. It was in substance almost what was afteri 
passed by the convention. 

Senator Dubois. I would state that it was the same, except u 
word " adultery " was in the first plank and not in the second. / . . 

Mr. Holzheimer. I beg the Senator's pardon. There was / 
resolution offered as a .&m$wMi# word 
*adtu^^^towhich I wille^^ 

Mr. Taylbil This was tho last ewvehtion! 

Mr. Holzheimer. This was the last convention. 
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The Chairman, Held August 15 ? 
Mr. Holzheimer, August 15, 1904. 
The Chairman. Have you that plank? 

Mr. Holzheimer. It has been read here; the one that passed. I 
have not the words of the original plank. 
Senator Dubois. You were not a delegate to Weiser? 
Mr. Holzheimer. I was not* 

Senator Dobois. Will you be kind enough to insert the Weiser 
plank? Have you the Weiser plank which was adopted by the 
Democratic party ? . 

Mr. Holzheimer. I have not. . 

Senator Dubois. Will you be kind enough to get the Weiser plank? 
You referred to it. You were not there. Will you be kind enough 
to get it and insert it in the record ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I do not know where I could get it. I did not 
know what I was to bring, or what the line of testimony would be. I 
brought nothing of the kind, except a few newspapers. 

Senator Dubois. It is 'no trouble to get it. Hut inasmuch as the 
witness is going into this, I think we ought to have the historical facts. 

Mr. Van Cott. I believe Mr. Brady will be able to furnish that to 
us,' 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Brady will be here? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Brady ought to be able to produce it. 

Mr^ Van Cott. Now take up the thread of your narrative; and I 
would suggest that you give us* the substance of the first resolution; 
the substance of the second, when you reach it, and the substance of 
the third, when you reach that, so as to make the narrative connected. 
.•.'.'Jkfr, Holzheimer. The substance of the first resolution tfas prac- 
tically that polygamy— let me see if I can get the words; I can not 
give the words, out in substance and effect it was like the one that was 
passed and which has been read here into the evidence. The words I 
can not remember, but the substance and effect was the same. 

The Chairman. What was the substance, if you can state? 

Mr. Holzheimer. " We demand the extermination of polygamy and 
unlawful cohabitation in the State of Idaho, and the complete separa- 
tion of church and state," or words to that effect 

Mr. Van Cott. Now proceed. 

The Chairman. Was that the resolution which was voted down? 

Mr. Holzheimer. That was the resolution which was voted down. 

The feelingj as I have stated, was very bitter alt this time, because 
of the denunciations that had been made against the Mormon people. 
They saw in this, particularly in the part of the resolution which had 
reference to the separation of churcn and state, as they took it, an 
attempt to again disfranchise them as a jpeople. They had been dis- 
franchised, and they looked upon it with great fear. And things 
were said in Lewiston upon the streets and in the convention that led 
them to believe the attack was made upon them purely from a per- 
sonal motive and not for the morals of the State of Idaho, as had been 
said. I, as a Gentile, of that committee — they were all Gentiles prac- 
tically upon the subcommittee; in fact, etery one of the subcommittee 
was a Gentile— -we opposed it because there was no occasion for any- 
thing of that kind in tne State of Idaho. 

There was no polygamy, as We understood it, in Idaho, and the 
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Mormon Church did not dominate in ou? political affairs. I have 
found among the Mormon people— I have been with them upon the 
stamp in different campaigns, not alone in Idaho, but in Utah — I have 
found them ardent partisans, particularly as the campaign goes on ; 
thev have their politics, and they fight it out on that line. 

Another reason why wetroposedit was this, that that resolution, 
coming as it did, emanating from the source it aid, had a tendency to 
drag religious matters into our State politics and array one end of the 
State against the other* It had a tendency to hold all the Mormon 
people guilty for either the supposed or actual wrongs committed by 
a few of the Mormon peopled The purpose of it tended, as it was 
stated in open convention— they were all called lawbreakers, and it 
held them up to ridicule and scorn; 

Those are some of the reasons why I, as one, opposed the injection 
of the so*called Mormon plank into the platform, and fought it out on 
that line. .v. v :,....v. ■ 

The next day Mr. Red wine, from Salmon City, in the central portion 
of the State, practically, seeing the great strife 1 that was^fcyoffered what 
was known as a compromise resolution or plank, and the only difference 
from the one finally passed, practically, was that it contained the word 
w adultery. " He argued to the convention, and particularly to those 
in the north, that if they desired to protect the morals of the State of 
Idaho, this was not a direct slap as against the Mormon people; and 
if they were sincere in their motives, he offered to them his resolution, 
which contained the word u adultery " as well as the crimes of polyg- 
amy and unlawful cohabitation. That waif voted down, mostly by the 
northern counties; voted down by Ada County, of which Mr. Jackson 
was a member, and voted down by Custer County, of which Senator 
Dubois was a member. h.-U C 

Then the resolution was offered which finally passed, submitted by 
Senator Dubois* I believe it is in the record here. The exact words 
I can not recall just now. That passed the convention. 

But that only passed because of the reason that during the night 
which intervened between the defeat of the first plank and the carry- 
ing of the third influences were brought to bear which changed the 
vote of Idaho County and Shoshone County particularly. Many of 
the counties had adopted what was known as the unit rule in their 
voting. Particularly among those counties was Ada County, in 
which is the city of Boise, and the largest county in the State. Idaho 
County had done the sam%~ancLaIso Shoshone County. So that by 
changing a few votes in each of those counties they were able to vote 
the entire delegation one way or the other. v 

The rumbr was, at any rate, that enough votes were changed to 
change the complexion of the entire vote the next day. 
Senator Dubois. What was that vote, if you recollect? 

Mr. HOLZHEIMEB. How ? 

Senator Dubois. By what4rote~was the resolution passed? . 
Mr. Holzheimeb. The third one. r 
Senator Dubois. The second one, I think. 

Mr. Holzheimer. One hundred and seventy-seven and eight- 
fifteenths to one hundred and seven and seven-fifteenths. 

Mr. Tayler. That was the one that was finally incorporated in the 
platform? 

Mr. Holzheimeb. Finally passed. 
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Mr. Van Cott. Did you draft a minority report? 
Mri Holzhbimer. I did. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether in the operation of the unit 
rule men were voted in favor of the third resolution who were in sen- 
timent opposed to it ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Absolutely. There were at least eight of them in 
Ada County that I personally knew — seven or eight; about six in 
Idaho County that I personally knew. 

Mr. Van Cott. In the discussion in the convention or in the com- 
mittee was there anything said in opposing the resolution that would 
in effect .be an indorsement of polygamy or the domination of the 
church in politics ? 

Mr. ^Holzheimer. Never at any time. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you finished your answer to that question ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Except to state that Senator Heitf eld himself in 
the northern part of the State was a very popular man, and it was 
rumored and talked of considerably upon the streets that night and 
in the early morning that he had stated to the delegations that had 
been instructed for him, and I think particularly the Idaho delega- 
tion, that they must, for his sake, change their votes, because he was 
under pledge of some kind with the national committeeman, having 
obtained some sort of a resolution in the national platform of like" 
character, to see that the Idaho convention did the same thing, telling 
them if he could not get such a plank in the platform he would not 
run; that it would place him in at false light. 

Mr. Van Cott. After the convention adjourned when did the cam- 
paign begin 3 

v Mr. Holzheimer. The campaign began immediately, because dur- 
ing the time the convention was adopting this plank and during the 
rest of the convention remarks were made that I might say started 
the campaign at once, and the Democrats — that is, I say, 98 per cent 
of tha Democrats, the leading Democrats of (he State — refused from 
that time on and continued to refuse to participate in the Democratic 

politics of the State of Idaho, they 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you mean — excuse me. 

Mr. Holzheimer. *f hey claiming that it was uncalled for ; that the 
necessity did not exist ; that our politics were not dominated by 
church influence, and that the crime of polygamy—and by that I 
mean new polygamy — did not exist in the State of Idaho. We be- 
lieved, in the words of Senator Dubois at that time, that the condi- 
tions which existed when he made this speech in the Senate in 1903 
were the conditions then, and exist now, and did exist at the time of 
the convention. 

Mr. Tayler. Is that the best way you can give your testimony — 
by quoting from Senator Dubois's speech? 

Mr. Van Cott. I object to the question. 

Mr. Worthington. I object to Mr. Tayler's interruption. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Holzheimer has a right to answer in his own 
way. 

Mr. Worthington. We were told when the case of the protestants 
was presented that the remarks of leading politicians in Idaho* formed 
a part of the history of the times, and they were admitted as such. 
Now we will have a few on the other side. 

Mr. Tayler. I merely want to throw in that suggestion. 
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Mr. Van Cott. Proceed, Mr. Holzheimer. 

Mr. Holzheimer. The language used at the time was at) follows: 

" I live among those people, and, so far as I know, in Idaho there 
has not been a polygamous marriage celebrated since that manifesto 
was issued, and I have yet to find a man in Idaho or an v where eke 
who will say that a polygamous marriage has been celebrated any- 
where since the issuance or that manifesto, V 

That was the opinion which the Gentiles, including myself, in 
southern Idaho had at that time, at the time of the convention, and 
still have. 

Mr. Van Cott. At that convention were you nominated for any 
office? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I was nominated for Congress at the hands of 
that convention. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you stand for that position during that cam- 
paign? 

Mr. Holzheimer. At the time the nominations were made — I had 
not known that I was to be nominated until a short time prior to the 
nomination. I was informed then by a great many people in the 
north, in fact mostly, because the southern people rather opposed ray 
taking a position upon the ticket, that it would be for the good of the 
party, and that the difficult); and trouble that had been caused and 
would be caused by the injection of this plank into the platform could 
be remedied. 

It seemed that during the arguments made prior to the adoption 
of this plank it was stated that through that means the Democratic 
partv would purify the homes of Idaho, and that they intended to 
conduct the campaign upon a high moral plane. To Doth of those 
statements I took exception and objection, and there stated that I 
would not run upon any such platform. They told me that the next 
day the committee would outline the campaign and that I could make 
an honorable fight along lines that would be acceptable to me. With 
that understanding I accepted the nomination. 

The next dav I met in committee, at which Mr. Jackson was pres- 
ent. Senator Dubois was present It was stated to me there that 
they had intended to conduct the campaign on a high moral plane; 
that they intended by this means to purify the homes of Idaho. 

I immediately left and prepared a letter of resignation and tr.. 
dered it to the committee, declining to run upon those grounds; tLut 
I was not in sympathy or in accord with that proposition, and could 
not conscientiously make the run upon a platform of that kind* 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, do you mean the platform which was adopted 
by the convention or do you mean 

Mr. Holzheimer. I mean more the words that were used in connec- 
tion with that platform. 

Mr. Van Cott. I see. , 

Mr. Holzheimer. I had the language of Mr, Jackson, quoted in the 
newspaper, which he gave to the l ^wiston Tribune, stating they 
intended to purify the homes of Idplio and conduct the campaign on 
a high moral plane. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion, whether if, in the first 
instance, a resolution had been presented to the convention such as 
you have mentioned, but including the word " adultery," the Mormon 
delegates would have supported it ? 
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Mir. HoLSBUsnim I am of opinion they would, prior to the time 
they had been angered and insulted by roierence to them as a people. 
Had it come in as a matter of course, and had the word ** adultery n 
been included, they would not have taken it as a direct slap to them, 
as ffcey undewtood it. They were very touchy about it. They wSOd 
have supported it without any question, in my mind* 

Bfr. van Cott. Commencing after the convention, will you follow 
along and show the development of the campaign and the way it was 
carried on, paying special attention to the attacks that were made on 
the Mormon people, and give us a general idea of what was said 
until after the election ; and also bear in mind the general sentiment 
of the entire body of Democrats in the State regarding the platform 
and the manner of conducting the campaign on the Democratic side. 

Mr. Holzhbimer. Immediately after the convention closed I heard 
expressions from the most, with'the exception of two or three, of the 
leading Democrats in that convention, Which were in opposition to 
the action of the State convention, they claiming, as I aid at that 
time, that there was no occasion for anything of the kind to be 
injected into the State politics of Idaho. The opinion was very 
general that it was simply placed there to subserve personal pur- 
poses — personal ends of others. 

That was the opinion then, and it was followed out by the actions 
and opinions of almost every prominent Democrat in the State of 
Idaho, and it was the sentiment and expression of every leading 
Democratic paper in the State of Idaho. 

Mr. Van Cott. Gentile? 

Mr. Holzhfjmek. Gentile. Every one of them was a Gentile paper 
and a Democratic paper. I can quote from those papers, if it is 
desired. 

The Lewiston* Tribune, published in the north, took a decided 
stand against this platform, declaring that it was uncalled for and 
unjustifiable arid had a tendency to do that which I have just nar-' 
rated. The Boise Capital News, published in Boise City, and I 
believe those two papers are the two leading Democratic papers in 
the State. Coupled with them would be the Palmer Herald, the 
Pocatello Advance; in fact, all the prominent papers in the State and 
some smaller .ones. I believe there were but one or two papers in 
the State of Idaho that supported the Democratic platform. 

The Democrats in the State at once dropped political affairs; re- 
fused to go out upon the stump, except one or two; said if they did 
go out they would argue national politics, and thej were informed 
that national politics was not what was wanted in this campaign. 

In our county particularly the committee is composed mostly of 
Gentiles—the cottnty committee, both the past chairman and the 
present chairman are Gentiles— and they emphatically refused to have 
anything to do with the State committee or its programme in the 
conducting of that campaign. ' ' 

After the expression of the sentiment and opinion had become gen- 
eral in jthe State of Idaho, those who were conducting the campaign 
'^^the'/DemoimtiO'part^ began to change their tactics. The pre- 
vailing sentiment and opinion among the people was that it was sup- 
posed that the putting of this Mormon plank into the" Democratic 
pktform would lead them on the road to political victory ; that im- 
mediately that that was incorporated in the platform both Bepub- 
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licans and Democrats and independents would flock unto the stand* 
ard of Democracy and they would control the State. The contrary 
was true, however. It >w$a universally condemned in the State of 
Idaho, and the campaign met with no success whatever, as the vote 
Anally showed, because they were beaten by over twice as many as 
they ever had been beaten in the history of the State. 

A system of campaigning was then made out by those in control 
which had as its tendency. Or Was intended at least, to drive all the. 
Mormon people into the Republican party. The remarks made by' 
Congressman French here I have heard myself repeatedly made — 
thaMs. quoted as being made by the speakers—to the effect that they 
were all criminals And immoral 

The night before the election in the city of Pocatello--I think it 
was the night before the election^it was stated there at one of the 
largest meetings held in Pocatello by Senator Dubois that he ad- 
vised the Mormon people to vote the Republican ticket for their own 
good. Arid when the votes were counted finally the only surprise 1 
have to-day is that any Democratic Mormon voted the Democratic 
ticket. y;^-^ s --;;';--.v &;Si^- : -W''^:v; 

Mr. Van Cott. Give somewhat in detail the facts on the subject to 
which Mr. Jackson referred, namely, that Democratic county com- 
mittees in the southern part of Idaho refused to meet with the State 
committee, and also keep in mind whether they were presided over by 
Gentile chairmen and made up of a majority of Gentile committee- 
men, and also whether the same thing held true in Gentile counties 
in Idaho. ) 

Mr. Holzheimer. With reference to our own county particularly 
I would state that he did meet with the committee, and 1 met at the 
same time, during which time the committee tried to urge upon Mr. 
Jackson the necessity of conducting a clean campaign and not mak- 
ing it a campaign of personal insults. • He informed the committee 
that he was going to conduct the campaign as he pleased ; that he was 
the chairman of the State committee and he was informed then that 
he would have no assistance at the hands of the precinct committee. 
And from hearing others, that same treatment was accorded him in 
some of the other counties. In fact, he had considerable correspond- 
ence with the county chairmen of Fremont and Elmore counties, in 
which they advised Mr. J ackson to keep the Democratic speakers 
out of their counties if they were to talk along the lines that had been 
suggested heretofore. r ' 

I would say this, in passing) that none of the old campaigners or 
speakers in the party participated or spoke during the campaign. 
The most of them refused to do so, arid those who were willing to do 
so their style of campaigning did riot suit the State committee. 

Mr. V an Cott. Now, why did the recognized leaders of the Democ- 
racy in Idaho refuse to go upon the strimpf 

Mr. HoLZHKtacEB. Because they were told that they would of neces- 
sity have to make the Mormon plank the paramount issue, arid they 
would have to wage the campaign on a high moral grouna or plane, 
and they, to a man, stated that there was no occasion for it; that so far 
as they knew — ana I stated so myself—the Mormon people were at 
least moral. ■ • . i : : ' 

Mr. Van Oorr. What is your opinion aa to the public sentiment in 
Idaho regarding the increase or decrease of polygamy f 
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Mr. Holzheimer. Do you mean the contracting of new polygamous 
marriages? 

Mr. van Cott. Yes, sir; since what has been called the " manifesto 
of 1890." 

Mr. Holzheimer. There is only one sentiment — that there are no 
new polygamous marriages, 

Mr. Van Cott. What is the sentiment of the younger generation 
of Mormons ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Absolutely against the practice of polygamy. I 
know that from personal contact with them for a number of years. 

Mr. Van Cott. When you say " young Mormons 99 do you mean 
young men und young women t 

Mr. Holzkeimer. Both. 

Mr. Van Cott. In your opinion, how does the number of Mormons 
in Gentile counties compare with the number of Gentiles in Mormon 
counties in Idaho? 4 

Mr. Holzheimer. I believe I figured somewhat on that yesterday, 
and I am of the opinion from the figures I made that the Gentiles in 
Mormon counties outnumber the Mormons in Gentile counties at least 
lOtol. 

Mr. Van Cott. Whatrwould you say was the number of Mormons, 
outside of the Mormon counties, in the State of Idaho? 
Mr. Holzheimer. I do not believe it will exceed 650. 
Mr. Van Cott. Does that mean Mormon voters or Mormon people ? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Mormon voters. 

Mr. Van Cott. Has there been any sentiment in Idaho regarding 
old cases of polygamy that were contracted before the manifesto, in 
regard to their prosecution ? 

Mr, Holzheimer. There has been, but I will state that my main 
knowledge comes from conditions as they existed in Utah prior to my 
moving into Idaho, and I found the conditions were practically the 
same in Idaho and ihe sentiment there the same as it had been in Utah. 

Mr. Van Cott. What was it? 

Mr. Holzheimer. At the time the manifesto was issued and uj> to 
that time the Question of polygamy had caused considerable agita- 
tion; It brought about a very peculiar state of affairs, because the 
rank and file of the Mormon people had been taught that polygamy 
was right, and many of them believed it was right; and it left a condi- 
tion of affairs after the issuance of the manifesto — family affairs — 
that was an anomaly, to say the least, and the question of how to 
handle and take care of the problem was one which confronted the 
people of that State, and I do^ not believe they ever did really solve 
the problem. It was a very difficult one, as to what should be done 
for the best interests of a 11 concerned. 

The consensus of opinion at that time was that those Who had con- 
tracted marriages prior to the manifesto should be left alone. It was 
not, however, believed that they should openly violate the law and 
unlawfully cohabit with their numerous wives. I will say this, that 
where that has occurred it has been mostly in isolated cases. There 
have been a number of cases where children have been born, but in 
no case that I know of has it been done openly. It is true it is 
against the law, but it has not been done in such an open, lewd man- 
ner as has been intimated, nor has it been general. And because of 
the peculiar state of affairs it was the opinion that the whole thing 
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would die out; that it was only a matter of a short time when the 
question would be entirely settled, because there would Jje no new 
marriages. I do not know ; possibly there are some. I do not know 
how many cases there are in Idaho— possibly twenty or thirty; 
maybe more* 

Mr. Van Cott. How many Mormon voters are there in Idaho? 
Mr. Holzheimxr. As near as I have been able to figure it, there are 
less than 15,000. 

Mr. Yak Cott. What was the total vote of Idaho in the last 
election? 
Mr Holzheimxr. About 72,000. 
Mr. Van Cott. Do yoii know R. G. Redwine? 
Mr. Holzheimxr. I do. 
3^.VanCo^ 

Mr. Holzheimxr. He lives in Salmon City, Lemhi County. 

Mr\ Van Cott. Is that the Redwine to whom you have referred ? 

Mr. Holzheimxr. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. Van Cott. Do any Mormons live in that county ? 

Mr. Holbhkimxr. Very few. I do not think there are 25, if that 
many. : \- ' .. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you observe anything in Bannock County, or 
any of the other so-called Mormon counties, during the last campaign 
to lead you either to apprehend or to believe that there was any 
danger of violence being differed to any speakers who spoke in those 
counties? • s 

Mr. Holzheimxr. Absolutely none. I attended a number of their 

meetings. -M.-^-, •/ • . v * A ■ 

Mr. Van Cott. Will you give us a general idea, briefly^ of the way 
the Republican increase in votes has gone in the Mormon counties in 
Idaho, as compared with the same increase in the Gentile comities? . 

Mfc Holzheimxr. I would follow pretty closely the statement 
made here yesterday that the comparative increase in the northern 
Gentile counties~-tiepublican--^ha6: kept pace with the Republican 
increase in the Mormon southern counties. In other words, when 
there has been a change of political sentiment it has not been con- 
fined to the Mormon people, but has been general throughout the 
State— more so because of the greater number of Gentiles in the 
State. The sentiment seems to have prevailed among all the people, 
not in particular factions or reli^ous seds. TO last year, 1904* it 
was in favor of the Mormon counties, and I attribute that to a great 
extent to the manner in which the campaign was waged bv the Demo- 
cratic party. It was a campaign of abuse and vilfificaUoii, classing 
them as men and women who were lawbreakers, even advising them, 
for their own good, to vote tm) Republican ticket As I say , the won- 
der is the majority was not greater, 

Mr. Van Cott, What is your opinion as to the constancy of Mor- 
mon voters in adhering to their parties! 

Mr. HoLstHXiMXR. Speaking from personal observation and experi- 
ence— and I have been on the stump with Mormon young men, oeen 
in their communities* and attended their meetings— I find them just 
as ardent partisans as the Gentile element 

Mr. Van Cott. In Bannock County , for instance, have you noticed 
in the elections anything that would illustrate that? 
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Mr. Holzheimer. True, We had one particular instance. We 
were never beaten so bad by the Republican party as we were this 
last year by the Bepublican party, and we elected a lady, a Gentile, 
superintendent of schools as against a Mormon lady, m the same 
county, by considerably oyer a thousand majority for h er as a Demo- 
crat, but the county ticket generally went a thousand the other way. 

Mr. Van Cott. Has the governor of Idaho the power, under the 
statutes, to call a Gentile judge into a Mormon county if he so 
desires? , 

Mr. Holzheimer. He has. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether Apostle Cowley or ' Apostle 
John Henry Smith has ever spoken on politics in Idaho f 

Mr. Holzheimer. I have never heard them myself, but know of 
(heir speaking there. 

Mr. Van Cot*. Have you ever followed the vote of the precincts 
where they spoke for the purpose of determining the effect? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Yes; for it was a matter of amusement to those 
who were interested in it, because where those gentlemen spoke we 
won victories. 

Mr. Van Coot. That is, you mean the Democrats? 

Mr. Holzheimer. The Democrats. 

Mr. Van Corr. What were the politics of those gentlemen? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Republican. 

Mr. Van Corr. Did they speak in Gentile counties or Mormon 
counties? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Mormon precincts entirely. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is Mr. Gooding a Mormon or a Gentile? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I never heard him classed as a Mormon. I have 
always heard him spoken of as a Gentile, without any question. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you ever seen any evidence of interference 
on the part of the Mormon Church in politics in Idaho. If so, what? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I have not. 

Mr. Van Cott. Has the Mormon Church ever demanded anything 
in conventions or from the legislature in Idaho, so far as you know f 

Mr. Holzheimer. They have not. The only State office that the 
Mormon people in the State of Idaho have ever held in the fourteen 
years of statehood has been one, and that is the present incumbent of 
the attorney-general's office, who was not renominated. The Demo- 
cratic party nave never elected a Mormon a State official, and the 
Republicans only the one I have referred to. 

Mr. Van Cott. When these apostles spoke in Idaho, do you under- 
stand that they spoke as representing tne church or simply as men 
expressing their own views? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I take it that must have been the case, because 
that is the way everybody understood it, and Democrats would come 
in there, prominent Mormon Democrats, in the same way and talk 
for the Democratic party. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether the Democrats have brought 
prominent officials of the church from Utah into Idaho to advocate 
their side? 

Mr. Holzheimer. They have. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether Mormons, lower in the 

S. Doc. 486, 6^-1, vol 2 37 
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church, have followed Apostle Cowley in different parts, in an 
endeavor to counteract what he has said? 

Mr. Holzheimer. That was particularly the case with David L. 
Evans— I think that is his name— who was a Mormon and was elected 
to the State senate on the Democratic ticket. Mr. Cowley and 
another, I think, were endeavoring td defeat him, arid they followed 
and won a complete vi<^ory. Mr. Evans was elected as a Democrat. 

Mr. Van Cott. While you were in the committee on resolutions 
at Lewiston did any Mormon say there : " It has not yet beeri settled 
whether one wife or six are Christianity?" 

Mr. Holzheimer. Absolutely not; and I was in the committee at 
all times. 

Mr. Van Cott. Can the Mormon Church, or does it, get anything 
it wants from the legislature or the people of Idaho ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Can the Mormon Church procure anything it 
desires from the legislature? 

Mr. Van Cott. Or the people of Idaho? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I should say, decidedly not. They have never 
had anything that I know anything about. They are not in the 
majority in either house or in voting numbers. ; 

Mr. van Cott. Mr. Holzheimer, are you certain and clear in your 
memory that in the Lewiston convention there were the three resolu- 
tions you have mentioned? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Take the witness. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Tayler, would you object to my going on 
right here? 
Ifo Tatler. Not at all. 

Senator Dubois. I should like to have this settled. I have here 
the report of the Lewiston convention, signed by the secretary. 
Mr. Holzheimer was there, and I will ask him if this was not the 
first plank. I will not read all the planks, but just the one in refer- 
ence to this matter : 

" We are unalterably opposed to polygamy, adultery, and unlawful 
cohabitation. We pledge the Democratic party to enact such legis- 
lation as will efficiently suppress such evils." 

" W. H. Casadyvpf Idaho County, moves that the report be adopted 
as read. F. H. Holzheimer, of Bannock County, submits the follow- 
ing minority report of the committee Oh platform and resolutions: 

" ■ We, a minority of vour committee on resol utions and platform, 
be* leave to submit the following minority report : 

"'We deprecate and oppose the plank in our proposed Democratic 
State platform which has inference to the Mormon Church and its 
people as an effort to kindle anew a sectional and factional fight 
between the people of one part of the State and those of another part, 
and to humiliate, punish, and annoy innocent persons because of the 
wrongs, either actual or supposed, of others, who alone should be 
accounted guilty. / 

" 'And we therefore recommend, for the good of the people of the 
State of Idaho, and for the benefit of the Democratic ticket to be 
nominated at this convention, that the plank as proposed ji said 
platform with reference to the question of polygamy and church 
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interference in politics be absolutely eliminated and rejected, and 
that in lieu thereof we, in convention assembled, reaffirm the Demo- 
cratic national platform as adopted at St. Louis in every particular. 
" 4 Bannock County : F. H. Holzheimeb, 

"V Fremont County: J. D. Millsaps, 

" ' Oneida County : D. L. Evans, 

" * Bear Lake County: J. C. Rich, 

" ' Blaine County: W. A. Finnbv 

" * Shoshone County: H. E. Knight, 

" * Elmore County : J. A. Purtill, 

" 'Committee!" 

Is that correct up to date! 

Mr. Holz h ei m er. Absolutely. I know particularly as to the mi- 
nority report. The words of the other, I suppose, are right — at least 
in substance. 

Senator Dubois. I will proceed : 

" Lafe Pence, of Ada County, moves to amend the motion of 
Casady, of Idaho County, to adopt the majority report, except the % 
plank referring to polygamy. After discussion by C. H. Jackson, * 
of Ada; McBee, of Kootenai; Flenner and Parker^ of Ada; Finney 
and Balantine, of Blaine; Sovereign, of Shoshone; Evans, of 
Oneida, and Vineyard and Casady, of Idaho, this motion is with- 
drawn. ; 

" D» L. Evans, of Oneida County, moves to amend the motion of 
Casady, of Idaho County, by striking out the plank relating to 
polygamy, etc. Discussion of this amendment is participated in by 
D. L. Evans, of Oneida; Mimms, of Kootenai; Jackson, Paine, and 
Parker, of Ada ; Rich, of Bear Lake; Holzheimer and Neilson^ of 
Bannock; Millsaps, of Fremont; Hart, of Oneida ; Parker, of Idaho, 
and Lafe Pence, of Ada. 

" The question being shall the amendment pass. 

"The amendment passed by the following vote: 

"Yea — Bannock, It i Bear Lake, 12; Bingham, 6£; Blaine, 12; 
Boise, 1; Elmore, 4$; Fremont, 18; Idaho, 20; Latah, 6; Lemhi, 9; 
Oneida, 15; Shoshone, 20; Washington, 12— 153 

"Nay— Ada, 22; Bingham, 10 1; Boise, 9; Canyon, 14; Custer, 
8; Elmore, 2J; Kootenai, 18; Latah, 9; Lincoln, 5; Nez Perces, 20; 
Owyhee, 9 ; Shoshone, 3 ; Washington, 2 — 131^. 

Is that correct up to date? 

Mr. Holzheimer. That is correct, I believe. 

Senator Dubois. That was on the 15th day of August. 

" Lewiston, Idaho, August 16, 190^ 

"Convention called to order by the chairman at 10 o'clock a. m., 
pursuant to adjournment of yesterday. 

" Prayer by llev. Father Post, of the Catholic Church of Lewiston. 

" Jackson, of Ada, moves to amend the motion of Casady, of Idaho, 
by adding to the majority report of the committee on platform ana 
resolutions the following: • t . 

" * We demand the extermination of polygamy and unlawful cohab- 
itation within the State, of Idaho, and the complete separation of 
church and state in political affairs. , 

" * We pledge the Democratic party to enact such legislation as will 
effectually suppress such evils.' 
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a This motion is seconded by Vineyard, of Idaho. 

w Red wine, of Lemhi Countv, moves to amend the amendment of 
Jackson by substituting therefor the following : 

" We favor the enactment of such State legislation as is necessary 
to carry into effect the letter and spirit of each and every principle 
of the St Louis platform, and pledge our party, if successful, to pass 
such legislation. 

" This amendment is seconded and discussion is participated in by 
Hon. Fred T. Dubois) Redwine, of Lemhi ; Flenner, of Ada; Cas- 
sady, of Idaho ; Williams, of Oneida; Sovereign, of Shoshone, and 
Morgan, of Latah. 

" Jackson, of Ada, moves the previous question, which is carried. 

u The question being '* Shall the amendment offered by Redwine, 
of Lemhi, prevail V The amendment is lost by the following vote: 

" Yea— Bannock, 17; Bear Lake, 12; Bingham, 6f ; Blaine. 8; 
Elmore, 4|; Fremont, 18; Latah, 6; Lemhi, 0; Oneida, 15; Owyhee, 
3; Shoshone. 12; Washington, ftf Total, 116^f> 

«*Nay— Aaa, 22 ; Bingham, 10}; Blaine, 4; Boise, 10; Ganyon, 
14; Custer, 8; Elmore, 2J; Idaho, 20; Kootenai, 18j Latah, 9; 
Lincoln, 5; Nez Perces, 20; Owyhee, 6; Shoshone, 11; Washington, 

8|. Total, 168f}-" 
Mr. Holzheimer. My understanding was that that substitute of 

Mr. Redwirie's contained the word " adultery." 

Senator Dubois. Not in the official report It was in the first one, 
that the Mormons voted down, 

Mr. Holzhbimbb. I do not understand it so. 

Senator Dubois. Here is the record. I offer this record. 

Mr. Holzhbimbb. It may be that my understanding is wrong. 

Senator Dubois. Here is the official record of the convention. 

Senator Knox. Mr. Tayler, before you proceed, I should like to 
ask a question of counsel tor Senator Smoot. You asked the witness 
if, under the law of Idaho, the governor did not have the power to 
send a Gentile judge into a Mormon county. Do you wish us to 
understand that there is a law* conferring such power in terms, or do 
you mean that there is a general statute permitting the governor to 
send a judge into any county f I ask the counsel. 

Mr. Van CoTT. We will ask the witness to answer the question. 
He is a lawyer in Idaho. 

Mr. Holzheimer. It is a general statute. 

Senator Knox. Then you do not want us to understand that there 
is a statute that the governor may send a Gentile judge into a Mor- 
mon county? 

Mr. Holzhbimbb. Noj I do not mean that 

Senator Knox. That is the way the question was* asked you. 

Mr. Holzhbimbb. Another judge could be sent there if for any 
reason it was desired. 

Senator Knox. Without any reference to his social or religious 
character? 

Mr. Holzhbimbb. Yes. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Senator Dubois, may I look at the report of 
the convention ? 
Senator Dubois. Certainly. 

Mr. Tayleb. Mr. Holzheimer, what is the population of Idaho? 
Mr, Holzhbimbb. The population of Idaho is possibly 250,000. 
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Mr. Tatler. Is that just a guess? 
Mr. Holzhbimer. That is a guess. 

Mr. Tattles. Have you ever known what its population was by the 
census? 

Mr. Holzhbimer. The last census was a hundred and sixty or a 
hundred and seventy thousand* 
Mr. Tatler. It is now, you think, 260,000 ? 
Mr. Holzhei mer. That is my opinion; yes, sir. 
Mr. Tatler. How many votes aid you poll? 
Mr. Holzhbimer. Seventy-two thousand. 
Mr. Tatler. Do the women vote? 
Mr. Holzhbimer. Yea, sir. 
Mr. Tatler, Was there a pretty full vote out? 
Mr. Holzhbimer. I believe so. 

Mr. Tatler. How many Mormons are there in the State? 

Mr. Holzhbimer. I believe there are in the neighborhood of 40,000 
Mormons in the State. ^ 

Mr. Tatler. How many polygamists are there in the State? 

Mr. Holzheimeh. I do not know. I have heard it estimated any- 
where from 20 to 40. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you mean men who have polygamous wives?. 

Mr. Tatler. I meanpeople living in polygamy. 

Mr. Worthinoton. That might include wives. 

Mr. Holzhbimer. I have known only a very few cases of persons 
living in polygamy, and I only know that because of the birth of 
children. 

Mr. Tatler. I am not asking you for any more accurate knowledge 
than you have with respect to the population of the State. 

Mr. Holzhbimer. I am giving you the same. 

Mr. Tatler. I do not ask you if you have counted them. But by 
the same method of obtaining information bv which you have found 
that the population of Idaho has increased 100,000 since 1900, I ask 
you what do you think as to the number of families living in 
polygamy? 

Mr. Holzhbimer. I do not know. 

Mr. Tatler. Have you not heard it stated as high as 150? 
Mr. Holzhbimer. I have not \ 
Mr. Tatler. What is the name of your county? 
Mr. Holzhbimer. Bannock County. 
Mr. Tatler. Is that a Mormon county? 

Mr. Holzhbimer. It is designated as one of the six Mormon coun- 
ties, but I believe the percentage is a trifle in favor of the Gentile 
element; possibly at the rate or 45 to 55 in favor of Gentiles; pos- 
sibly more. 

Mr. Tatler. I understood you to say in your direct examination, 
in speaking of this convention, that you felt absolutely certain that if 
the proposition presented to the convention on this subject had origi- 
nally included " adultery n it would have been adopted? 

Mr. Holzhbimer. With this proviso, however; before the discus- 
sion had taken place and before the personal abuse had been in- 
dulged in. 

Mr. Tatler. Was not the resolution which Senator Dubois read, 
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and which contained the inhibition df or the attack upon adultery the 
first that was presented to the convention ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. It was hot The first that was presented was 
presented to the convention in committee the day before. 

Mr. Tayler. Presented in committee I 

Mr. Holzheimer. To the committee on platform and resolutions, 
which was the day before the resolution of Senator Dubois. ■ . . . 

Mr. Tayler, Then I mistm^ of the proceedings, 

and I merely want the fact. The resolution that Senator Dubois read 
containing the word " adultery " Was the second resolution presented 
to the convention, or was it the first? 

Mr. Holzheimer. There were only two resolutions, and there was 
a substitute resolution. 

Mr. Tayler. This is a simple, plain, parliamentary fact. Did the 
first resolution presented to the convention contain the word " adul- 
tery f" 

Mr. Holzheimer. It did not, if that is what you mean. 

Mr. Tayler. That is what I want to know. All I want is the fact 
Were you a member of the committee that presented the first reso- 
lution? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAtLiR. Did you file two minority reports ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Then you did hot file a minority report to the reso- 
lution Which did not contain the word " adultery." Is that right? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I did ; yes, sirJ I understood so. The minority 
report which I drafted in committee was as against the resolution 
which passed in committee, and I do not believe contained the word 
"adultery." 

Mr. Tayler. Hand me the report 

Mr. Worthino'Ton. There [indicating] is the minority report. The 
report to Which the minority report refers does not contain the word 
* adultery." , 

Mr. Tayler. Let me ask you if this is correct It is important, I 
think, and I want to know. I find here in this, which purports to be 
a report of the proceedings of that convention, the following : * 

" On motion the convention takes a recess until 7.30 p. m. of this 

^After recess. On motion the convention takes a recess until 10 
o'clock p. m. of this day. 

**After recess. Convention called to order by chairman. 

a W. H. Casady, of Idaho County, chairman of the committee on 
plutform and resolutions, submits the following majority report" 

Was that the first report of the committee on platform? 

Mr. Holzheimer. It was. 

Mr. Tatler. That report contains these words : 

" We are unalterably opposed to polygamy, adultery, and unlawful 
cohabitation. We pledge the Democratic party to enact such legisla- 
tion as wlU effidenwy suppress such evU 

Then follows a minority report, the first signer to which is P. H. 
Holzheimer. 

Mr. Holzheimer. That is correct 

Mr. Tayler. Is that correct! 

Mr. Holzheimer. It is. 
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Mr* itxTUEBu Was there any platform presented prior to this time? 
Mr. Holzheimer. No, sir. 

Mr; Tayler. Was there any debate in the convention prior to this 
time* 

Mr; Holzheimer. In the committee? 
Mr. Tayler. In the convention ? 
Mr. Holzhbi mbh. There was not. 

Mr. Tayler. So that the very first plank that was submitted to the 
convention on this subject did contain the word " adultery; 99 and the 
convention did what to it? 

Mr. Holzheimer. The very first plank that was presented to the 
convention did not contain the word " adultery." 

Mr. Tayler. Did not? 

Mr. Holzheimer* Did not. 

' Mr. Tayler. I have great difficulty in understanding you. I have 
just asked you if the platform from which I have quoted, presented 
by Mr. Casady, was the first platform presented to the convention ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. It was; but that does not contain the word 
" adultery." I do not understand so. 

Mr. Taylbr. I will read it again: 

We are unalterably opposed to polygamy, adultery— 

A-d-u-l-t-e-r-y— 
and unlawful cohabitation.. 

Mr. Holzheimer. I did not understand it so. I beg your pardon. 
I did not hear that word. 

Mr. Tayler. Is this a correct report, or is it not? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I. judge it must be; I do not know. It claims 
to be a report of the proceeding, but that is not my recollection. 

Mr. Tayler. It is only significant in connection with your asser- 
tion made with such positiveness as to attract my attention, that if 
this kind of a platform had been first presented to the convention it 
would have been adopted. 

Mr. Holzheimer. Mr, Tayler, will you allow me a moment? 

Prior to the time any discussion had been had— that is, on the 
streets, and at the Weiser convention, before this matter became one 
of personal abuse, and before the Mormon people began to believe 
they were being persecuted by certain persons 

Mr. Tayler. f understand what your explanation is. 

Mr. Worthington. The witness has a right to finish his explana- 
tion. • ■■ ■ ■ .v 

Mr. Tayler. I have no objection. I want him to go on. If there 
is not anything of more consequence than that, however, we do not 
want him to take the time. 

Mr. Worthinoton. We do not take your view of the consequence 
of what is presented here. 

Mr. Tayler. Do not take up the time. [To the witness.] Go on 
with your explanation. 

Mr. Holzheimer. As I said in the first place, from early summer 
certain remarks had been made as to the Mormon people and what it 
was the intention of the Democratic convention or the Democratic 
party to do if it had an opportunity. These remarks were along the 
lines that they were all criminals; that they were all lawbreakers; 
that men, women, and children were all an immoral people, and it 
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was to such an extent that when the party, in convention assembled in 
Lewiston, endeavored to incorporate in their platform what was 
known as the " anti-Mormon plank," it was taken as a direct insult to 
them—not to them, I do not believe— and I know I did hot so regard 
it, because I am as much opposed as anyone to polygamy and unlaw- 
ful cohabitation, and so are thS Gentiles in our State, but because of 
the manner of the*fight, the belief of those people that it was directed 
personally at them,T>ecause of the personal motives of some one else 
# to further advance the personal interests of others. It was hot coiF" 
sidered to be sincere. For <^ were so 

worked up that they opposed anything that emanated from that con- 
vention. Prior to that time I do hot believe there would have been 
any question as to a platform of that kind. 

Mr. Tatlbr. That is just the result of a general view of politics 
running over several months ? 

Mr. Holzhbimer. That is hot general, > That comes directly home, 
because I am personally familiar with it* 

Mr. I^tleb. I know ; but it did not grow out of a controversy that 
occurred at that convention* which resulted in men's minds being 
heated right then on the subject. 

Mr. Holzhbimer. That took place there as well, but prior to that 
was the main reason. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Did you say that in your direct examination! 

Mj, Holzhbimer. I do not remember. 

Mi*, Tatlbr. You do not think you did ! 

Mr. Holzhbimer. I do not remember. \ " 

Mr. Tatlbr. Is it not a fact Mr. Holzheimer, that the challenge 
was made right there by you and other supporters of the Mormon end, 
politically f mean* not otherwise, in Ihe coh^ the 
Word * aaiiitery " there and show that you were willing to be consist- 
ent in respect of this matter of the purity of the home, that then it 
would be passed? 

Mr* Holzhbimer. I do not know that it was said it would be 
passed. It was advocated. 

Mr. Tatleb. You advocated it? 

Mr. Holzhbimer. Yes. 

Mr. Tatuer. What ? . 
Mr. Holzhbimer. That the word w adultery " be included. 
: 'Mr. Tatlbb. When? 
Mr* Holzhbimer. During the convention. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Then why did you put in a minority report against it 
when it came? 

Mr. Holzhbimer. Because I was opposed to the report as it came 
from the committee; opposed to any action of the convention that— 
Mr. Tattler. H^ 

Mr. Holzhbimer. I am trying to tell you. When the word u adul- 
tery 99 was put in there it was too late to do anything of the kind. It 
was the intention to wipe it all off, because there was no occasion for 
anv of it / 

Sir. Tatlbr. How did it get in there? You were in committee. 

Mr. Holzhbimer. It was incorporated by the minority portion of 
the committee. 

Mr. Tatlbr, You incorporated itt 
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Mr. Holzheimer. By the majority. 

Mr. Tatler. I thought you sakl by the minority! 

Mr. Holzheimtgb. I meant by the majority. . 

Mr. Worthington. He meant the majority. 

Mr. Van Cott. He said the minority. 

Mr. Tatler. Then the feeling was most intense, was it nott 

Mr, Holzheimer. It was. 

Mr. Tatler. Bitter? V • 

Mr. Holzheimer. Very bitter, and it became more so as the cam- 
paign progressed. It was said that a vote for that ticket — — 

Mr. Tatler. Stop where vou are, right at the convention. We 
will cross the campaign bridge when we come to it It was bitter 
then? . - 

Mr. Holzheimer. Yea, sir. . 

Mr. Tatler. So bitter that the proffer of the insertion of the word 
w adultery " did not satisfy, those who claimed it was a mere personal 
fight, and that all Mormons were charged with being lawbreakers? 

Mr. Holzheimer* I do not think it went that far at that time. 

Mr. Tatler, When was it that this charge was made that was so 
offensive to the Mormons — that they were all immoral and law- 
breakers? ; 

Mr* Holzheimer. The first time* that I know anything about 

Mr« ; Tatler. Yes* 

Mr. Holzheimer. Was a month or two before that at the time of 
the Weiser 'convention. 
Mr. Tatler. Before this convention? \ 
Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Tatler. So that the feeling at this Lewiston convention was 
extremely bitter ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. It was quite bitter. I will not say " extremely." 
They tried to fix things. 

Mr. Tatler. So bitter that it prevented the adoption of this plank, 
which you say would have been acceptable at an earlier time. Is that 
right? • 

Mr. Holzheimer. It is right; and more Gentiles voted that way 
than Mormons, by three to one. 

Mr. Tatler. Was there anything else discussed at the Lewiston con- ~ 
vention but this plank ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I hardly know what you have reference to. 

Mr. Tatler. Was there any discussion upon any other subject in 
the Lewiston convention ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. On different planks in the platform? 

Mr. Tatler. Yes. 

Mr. Holzheimer. If there was it did not amount to much. 
Mr. Tatler. The whole atmosphere was surcharged with this plank, 
was it not? 
Mr. Holzheimer. It was. 

Mr. Tatler. And the alignments were all along on that subject? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir; practically so. 

Mr* Tatler. When were you nominated for Congress? 

Mr. Holzheimer. On the evening of the 16th. 

Mr. Tatler. After this platform had been adopted? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. When did you accept itf 
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Mr. Holzheimer. That same evening. 
Mr. Tayler. That same evening? 
Mr. Holzhkimkr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you have any idea that anything would change 
the supremacy of the issue that was made by that platform! 
Mr. Holzheimer. I did absolutely, and was so promised. 
Mr. Tayler. You did ? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You thought that you and a few other feeble men — I 
do not mean " feeble " except that you were men only — were going to 
change the issue of that campaign as made by the Democrats after the 
feeling that was engendered in that convention? 

Mr. rloLziiEiMER. We were foolish enough to think so. 

Mr. Tayler. When did you decline the nomination ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I wrote the letter at Lagrandc Or eg., August 
19, before I arrived home at Pocatello. 

Mr. Tayler. Before when? 

Mr. Holzhei mer. Before I arrived home at Pocatello, Idaho. On 
the 10th of August I wrote the letter. 
Mr. Tayler. This platform was adopted on the 16th ? 
The Chairman. Of August? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I believe it was the 16th. It was the next day. 
Yes; it was the 16th, 
Mr, Tayler. And on the 19th you declined the nomination? 
Mr. Holzheimer, Yes, sir;. I did, 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know whether there was any question up at 
that time as to your being taken off the ticket for other reasons? 
' Mr, Holzheimer, I never heard of such a thing until you inti- 
mated it; no, sir, 

Mr. Tayler. You went off the ticket because the paramount issue 
in the campaign was to be this plank in the platform f 

Mr. Holzheimer. That was my reason, and what was said in con- 
nection with it and the manner of proceeding, which I do not believe 
any man who understands the state of affairs could conscientiously 
do. It was the sentiment of the people of Idaho and 99 per cent of 
the Democrats of the State. 

Mr. Tayler, So that 99 per cent of the Democrats of Idaho were 
opposed to this plank ? 

Mr, Holzheimer. I think so. 

Mr. Tayler. And 1 per cent in favor of it? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I think that would be a good big margin. 

Mr, Tayi^er. How did the convention come to adopt the plank if 1 
per cent only favored it? Was it a representative convention? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Supposed to be; yes, sir. It adopted that plank, 
Mr. Tayler, because of the influences that were brought to txm r upon 
men wfto did not know the exacjb condition of affairs. Those influ- 
ences did not work with the people like myself, living in the Mormon 
communities or where there were Mormons. It Was the people of the 
northern part of the State, who knew nothing about the condition 
of affairs. 

Mr. Tayler. So that you people who lived in the Mormon .com- 
munities shed the light of trutn among the uninformed Gentiles in the 
rest of the State? 
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Mr. Houmxntm. We were not the only ones. There were a great 
many, some in Ada County. The present mayor of Boise, who is not 
in a Mormon eountv, had the same feeling as I did in reference to it, 
hut was bound by the unit rule. 

Mr. Tayler. You said that your understanding of this conduct of 
the Mormons after the manifesto was that the old polygamists were 
not to be disturbed j but I gather that you do not claim that the under- 
standing was that these old poiy^mists— that is to say, not old in the 
sense of years, but those who had taken polygamous wives prior to 
1800 — were to continue to live with their several wives and famil 
Is that right? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I do not know as I would care to go upon the 
record to say that it is so wide as that. I believe it was supposed by 
many that these men might live with their plural wives. 

Mr. Tayler. How long did you live in Utah ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. About nineteen years. 

Mr. Tayler. Headquarters at Salt Lake? 

Mr. Holzheimer. rart of the time. 

Mr. Tayler. Now, in order that I may properly interpret your 
understanding of what was expected and what might happen, let me 
ask you this question: George Q. Cannon, Joseph 1<\ Smith, Lorenzo 
Snow, Moses Thatcher, F. M. Lyman, Heber J. Grant, John Henry 
Smith, J. W. Taylor, M. W. Merrill, Abraham H. Cannon, George 
Teasdale, and Brigham Young, jr., all since 1890, have been apostles 
or presidents of the church, have they not ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I should judge so. I am not intimate with 
the— — - 

Mr. Tayler. You recall the names, which are familiar to you as 
those of men holding those positions? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir; generally. 

Mr. Tayler. If it were a fact that all those apostles of the church 
had had children born to their plural wives since, the manifesto of 
1890, would that fact have accorded with your view of what it was 
understood they would do? 

Mr. Holzheimer. No; I do not believe it would have gone as far 
as that. At that time 

Mr. Tayler. But you have some hesitation even in admitting that? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I have. 

Mr. Tayler. That is to say, you are not sure but that it was under- 
stood that these men were to continue to have children right along? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I did not understand it that way. 

Mr. Tayler. No? You were brought here to testify. You were 
asked to testify about that as a matter of public history. 

Mr. Holzheimer. I am doing my best to answer it in that manner. 

Mr. Tayler. I know you are doing your best, but you have not 
undertaken to qualify the accuracy of your information on that sub- 
ject. You do not know whether or not this sort of conduct by these 
eminent— preeminent— members of the Mormon hierarchy was such 
as was not contained within the understanding at that time? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Not fully. I believe I have answered it as fully 
as I can — as fully as I know anything about it. 

SefStbr IHibois. You say you knew of some Gentiles in Ada 
Cou£$ and, I think, in Idaho. County, wlm were not in sympathy 
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with this plank, but who were bound under th#Hnit rule, and, there- 
fore, the delegation voted solidly! 
Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir* 

Senator Dubois. And that they did not know the conditions so 
well as you gentlemen who lire among the Mormons? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I do not say those who were opposed to it 

Senator Dubois. But those men from Ada County and Idaho 
County and northern counties, as I understand you, did not know the 
conditions as well as you gentlemen who live among them ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I do not believe so, because they told me they did 
not. 

Senator Dubois. Was Bannock under the unit rule? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Were there any Gentiles besides yourself in the 
Bannock delegation? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Yes; quite a number. 
Senator Dubois. Were they in accord with you ? 
Mr. Holzheimer. All but one. 

Senator Dubois. Is it not a matter of record that three Gentiles, at 
least, made speeches on the floor condemning your course? 
Mr. Holzheimer. In our county ? 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Lane, Mr. Glassford, and— I have forgotten 
the other man's name. 

Mr. Holzheimer. The only man who made a speech at all in our 
county, except myself and Mr. Neilson, was Mr. Lane, and he got up 
and was mad because he was bound by the unit rule. 

Senator Dubois. He voted on that proposition ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Do you think Jack Burns was in accord with you ? 
He was a delegate from your county. 

Mr. Holzheimer. He was in accord with me to a great extent. 

Senator Dubois. And Glassford was in accord with you? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Not absolutely. We differed on a number of 
things. 

Senator Dubois. Were those three Gentiles — Jack Burns. Tom 
Glassford, and Bill Lane — in accord with you at any time? Are 
they in accord with your position now ? They were all delegates. 

Mr. Holzheimer. I do not know anything about that. They were 
not in full accord with me at thai time. 

Senator Dubois. Did they not protest that they represented prop- 
erly the Gentile sentiment of that community ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. The only man who protested was Mr. Lane, be- 
cause the convention held in Bannock County had instructed them 
what to do. 

Senator Dubois. Certainly. 

Mr. Holzheimer. And they went there with that understanding. 
Senator Dubois. They carried it out— voted that way ? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Certainly. 

Senator Dubois. Did you carry *our precinct when you were a can- 
didate for delegate to the convention ? . 

Mr. Holzheimer. Did I carry my precinct? 

Senator Dubois. Yes. Was not your precinct represented $a the 
county convention by those who favored this radical legislation?/ 
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Mr. Holzheimeb. It was not Tom Glassford, the only one from 
my precinct, was an alternate. They seated him by courtesy. 

Senator Dubois. Were the delegates elected by the entire county 
convention? * 1 ' 

Mr. Holzheimeb. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Was there not considerable sentiment among the 
Gentiles in your town of Pocatello in favor of this legislation ? • 

Mr. Holzheimeb. Not considerable; no. sir. 

Senator Dubois. You have spoken in regard to Senator Heitfeld, 
and you gave what you thought were his reasons for wanting this 
plank put in. Is it not a fact that is known throughout the State 
that Senator Heitfeld, in interviews, before the Lewiston convention, 
had publicly announced the position which he desired to take ana 
intended to take on the Mormon question ? 

Mr. Holzheimeb. I believe he did. 

Senator Dubois. It was thoroughly understood, was it not? 
Mr. Holzheimeb. I do not know how thoroughly, but I heard it 
Senator Dubois. It was generally understood in the State? And 
did not Senator Heitfeld say in Lewiston — was it not understood that 
he said — that he would not be a candidate unless there was a plank 
of this nature in the platform, to restrain Mormons ? 

Mr. Holzheimeb. The first I knew he said that was after the con- 
vention had voted to strike it out of the platform. That night he said 
he would not be a candidate unless they reversed themselves. 

Senator Dubois. I believe you said that 99 per cent of the Demo- 
crats of Idaho are against this, and 1 per cent in favor of it, and that 
the recognized leaders of the Democratic party refused to make 
speeches during the campaign. Whom do you mean by the recognized 
leaders of the Democratic party? 

Mr. Holzheimeb. Well, I would state for one Mayor Hawley, of 
Boise; Frank Martin, of Boise; Mr. Fogg, of Lewiston. I do not 
know that Mr. Fogg refused, or whether he was asked. It is only a 
vague reference, but Mr. Hawley and Mr. Martin I know. 

Senator* Dubois. What other recognized leaders of the Democracy? 

Mr. Holzheimeb. Mr. Perky did speak, and spoke on national 
issues, and because he refused to talk about the Mormon plank he was 
called in, and never went out again. 

Senator Dubois. He spoke, then ? He is not, then, one of the recog- 
nized leaders who refused to speak ? 

Mr. Holzheimeb. I consider that in the same sense. 

Senator Dubois. What other recognized leaders refused to speak? 

Mr. Holzheimeb. I can not name any other names. I know none 
of them went out. 

Senator Dubois. Do you not know that Mr. Fogg was a candidate 
for the legislature and made the campaign entirely on the Mormon 
Question; that he made speeches everywhere and printed articles in 
tne newspapers over his signature? 

Mr. Holzheimeb. He might have. He is in the northern part of 
the State. 

Senator Dubois. Still he is one whom you named. 
Mr. Holzheimeb. I do not know. 

Senator Dubois. Can you name any other recognized leaders of the 
Democracy who refused? If 99 per cent of the Democrats refused, 
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and only 1 per cent supported this contention, you ought to be able to 

name some of them. 

Mr. Holzheimer. As to who refused I can not give any more names 
than I have given. 

The Chairman (to Mr. Dubois). That is all you can do. 

Senator Dubois. Did Mr. Martin, whom you mentioned, go out in 
the campaign two years before that? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I do not know, I am sure* I think he did two 
years before that. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Martin is here. He will answer that. 

Mr. Holzheimer. He can answer. I do not know. 

Mr. Worthington. He will be the next witness, and we will find 
out. 

Senator Dubois. Did Mr. Martin engage in the campaign two 
years before that? 
Mr. Holzheimer. I have only been in the State a couple of years. 
Senator Dubois. Then you name Mr. Hawley? 
Mr. Holzheimer. I do. 

Senator Dubois. And you name him as one of the recognized 
leaders of the. Democratic party? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I say they are two of the recognized leaders. 

Senator Dubois. Will you name the Democratic newspapers that 
were against this contention ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. They were not leaders during the last campaign, 
but they i re recognized as Democratic leaders. 

Senator Dubois. I will give you a little time to put this in. I 
* should like for you to refresh your memory and name the Democratic 
newspapers which refused to* support the party in this contention, 
and also, if you can, to name the Democratic newspapers that did. 

I do not ask you to do it offhand, but you can prepare it and sub- 
mit the list. 

The Chairman. Yes; prepare it and submit it 
Mr. Holzheimer. I can give it now as far as I can, without mak- 
ing further inquiry. It would be good testimony; that, I know. 
Senator Dubois. Very well. 

Mr. Holzheimer. The Lewiston Tribune, which in its editorials 
was opposed to the position taken. 

Senator Dubois. You followed the Tribune all during the cam- 
paign ? . 

Mr. Holzheimer. I do not know that I did all the time. I read 
quite a number of issues. 

Senator DuBois. You testify that the Tribune refused to support 
the party on account* of this platform? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I say the Tribune was opposed to the policy, 
and I can quote from it and read it here. I did not read every issue. 

The Chairman. What other paper? 

Mr. Holzheimer. The Boise Capital News. 

The Chairman; What other? 

Mr, Holzheimer. The Pocatello Advance. 

The Chairman. What other? 

Mr. Holzheimer. The Palmer Herald. 

The Chairman. Any other? 

Mr. Holzheimer. A paper published at Nampa. I do not know 
the name of it 
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Senator Dubois. The Leader! 

Mr. Holzheimer. It is a paper published in Nampa. 

The Chairman. Any other that you can now recall! 

Mr. Holzheimer. I can not recall any. \ 

The Chairman. Those are all Democratic papers! 

Mr. Holzheimer. Yes; ail Democratic papers. 

Senator Dubois. You can not, of course, supply the names of the 
papers which did? 

$lr. Holzheimer. The only one I think of was published up in 
Grangeville,. or up north there somewhere. I have forgotten the 
name of .it There may hare been others. 

Senator Dubois. You were not present at Weiser? Do you recol- 
lect the plank which was adopted at Weiser in regard to this subject! 

Mr. Holzheimer. Sir? 

Senator Dubois. You have spoken about the Weiser convention as 
being one of the causes for this feeling. I will try to refresh your 
recollection a little. Did not the Weiser convention declare that the 
laws against polygamy and unlawful cohabitation were inadequate, 
and did they not ask the Lewiston convention — this was on June 6, 
and which met on August 15 — to take this into consideration, and did 
they not call upon the Democrats all over the State to bear this in 
mind in selecting their delegates to the Lewiston convention? 

Mr. Holzheimer. There possibly was something of that kind; 
there was considerable talk, but what the effect of it was I do not 
remember. I was not there. 

Senator Dubois. That is the fact. 

Mr. Holzheimer. I know it started there. There was considerable 
discussion with reference to it 

Senator Dubois. So that the Democrats of the State had full and 
ample warning at the Weiser convention and their attention was di- 
rected especially to this subject? 

Mr. Holzheimer. They knew it was coming up, certainly. 

Senator Dubois. Do you know Apostle John Henry Smith? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Only by sight. I have seen him, but I do not 
know him. 

Senator Dubois. Do you think he would have any means of know- 
ing what the Mormon population of Idaho is ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I do not know. He might have. 

Senator Dubois. He is pretty active in politics, is he not ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. He was quite active when I was in Utah. He 
is not active in Idaho politics. 

Senator Dubois. He campaigned there two years ago, did he not? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. He comes up there quite often ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. That is the only time I know of in my residence 
in the State. 

Senator Dubois. Does he not go to the legislature nearly every ses- 
sion? 

Mr. Hooheimer. That I do not know. 

Senator Dubois. If he should testify that one-third of the people 
of Idaho were Mormons, would you feel like controverting that state- 
ment? 

Mr. Holzheimer. One-third? Yes; absolutely, I would contro- 
vert it 
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Senator Dubois. All right That is all. 

Mr. Van Corr. Is John C. Rice, of Caldwell, Idaho, a recognized 
leader of the Democratic party t 
Mr* Holzheimer. I think he is. 
Mr. Van Corr. Is Mr* Pence t 
Mr. Holzheimer. He is. 
Mr. Van Cott. Is ex-Governor Steunenberg? 
Mr. Holzheimer. He is. 

Mr. Van Corr. Did any of those gentlemen go on the stump for 
the Democratic ticket? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Not that I erer heard of. 
Senator Dubois. Whom did you name? 

Mr. Holzheimeh. Ex-Governor Steunenberg, Pence, and John C. 
Rice, of Caldwell. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Holzheimer, did you ever know of John C. 
Rice being on the stump in behalf of the Democratic ticket at any 
time in his life? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I do not know that I did. 

Senator Dubois. Did you ever know of ex-Governor Steunenberg 
campaigning for the ticket ? Did he do it two years ago ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I do not think he did. He told me in Pocatello 
he would not do it this time. 

Senator Dubois. This fight was not up two years ago. It was not 
up four years ago. Did he go on the stump four years ago or two 
years ago ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. That I do not know. I was not there four years 
ago, and as to two years ago, I have rid recollection. 

Mr. Worthinoton. In reference to the proportion of the Mormon 
vote in Idaho to the whole vote, you have been asked whether John 
Henry Smith was a good authority. Do you think Senator Dubois 
would be a very good authority on that subject? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I think the Senator would be much closer than 
John Henry Smith. He gave it more attention. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Suppose Senator Dubois said in a speech in 
Boise, Idaho, on the 15th of last September, in speaking of what he 
had said to tne people of Salt Lake the night before : 

" I said to them last night, also, that in Idaho we were more fortu- 
nately situated ; that here we had four Gentile votes to one Mormon 
vote, and what a shame it would be to us if with that power we turned 
this State over to the Mormon hierarchy." 

Would you think that was pretty good evidence that the propor- 
tion of Mormons to the whole number of voters is one to five and not 
one-third ? 

Mr. Holzheimer. That is nearer to it than one-third. I do not 
think it is one-fourth quite. 
Mr. Tatlbr. You do not think what? 

Mr. Holzheimer. It is one-fourth quite. I think it is nearer one- 
fifth, in my honest opinion. 

Mr. Tayler. Those would be Senator Dubois's figures. You agree, 
Ithen, with the Senator? 

Mr. Worthinoton. He does not agree with Mr. Jackson. In refer- 
ence to what you have said about there being occasion fox a constitu- 
tional convention in Idaho, without reference to any amendment of 
that portion of the constitution which refers to polygamy and church 
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interference I w0I mk ym whether these twojplenke in the Demo- 
crrntic platform adopted last summer in your new sustain yew con- 
tention about thai? The first one of the planks is as follows: 

" We favor submitting to the people of the State of Idaho a imms H 
ttstional amendment, enlarging the powers of the State hoard of land 
commissioners, by providing additional opportunities for the invest* 
ment of the State funds." 
And again; 



eral election of State and county officers, at which shall he elected the 
judges of the supreme and district courts and the county mad State 
superintendents of schools." 

I will ask you. whether those clauses m the Democratic platform of 
Idaho of last summer, in your mind, tend to support what ym have 
already testified to, that there was talk about a constitutional eofvvew* 
tion and the need of one entirely aside from the matter of polygamy 
and the test oath ? 

Mr. HoLziiEfjr**. I do not remember testifying as to the need of a 
constitutional convention, 

Mr. WosTHiKOiox. My impression was you had testified m tfeat 
subject 

Mr. HOL2HETMX*. No, 

Mr. Woithj^oio*. Have you any information you ea» giw m m 
that subject? 

Mr. Hohzhkimtol All I know k that these changes w ere needed! 
and advocated to be submitted to the people to change the constitution. 

Mr. WoKTftmtmm. You have said on Mr. Tayler's examinations of 
you about you? declining to run as a candidate for Congress, thai yom 
thought the antrpolygamv plank in the Democratic* platform' was not 
to be pressed, or something to that effect, and mat you were; so 
promised? 

Mr. Holzhumex. That is true. 

Mr. WoarHESOTosF. Who gave you that promise? 

Mr. HouBsezMcav It was in these words, that the matter couM as- 
fixed up in committee, and they would make it so? that I couM* males 
the campaign honorably; and that came through Mr. Casady r of 
Idaho County, and a gentleman from Latah County. I can' not s*> 
member his name at the present time. 

Mr. WoarrHEBf erow. Very well, if you can 1 not remember i& 

Mr. HooiiBiMea. I can not remember the name-; there were sev^ 
era! there — men in northern counties whom I had' never seen; before: 
It was my Erst trip up norths and; they fibefted! around' when* I was 
about to uecliae the nomination and* urged 1 me to stay upon the ticket 
and take tha nomination and' so unite the north) and' the south' and 1 
bring harmony. 

Mr, Wo*mm©Krar. I uncferstand you wrote a letter declining the 
nomination and giving your reasons for so doing. 
Mr. MmxamsmsL Yes,, sir. 
Mr. Wemusmmam Was that latter published*! 
Mr. HoiaHaoaBL Yes, sir. 
Mr. WoKwnawTo».. Before th* campaignl 
Mr. HooMeraerat. Before the campu%u». 
Mr. WoKraof mom, Saw, yen ifclf 
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Mr* HoLBsmnnt Yes, air. 

Mr. Worthington. Let me see it, please* I will ask that it be put 
in without reading, unless counsel care to hare it read. 
The Chairman. Is there objection! 
Mr. Tatlsr. No. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

14 La Grandk, Oreg., August 19. 

* Hon. C. H. Jackson, 

" Chairman Democratic State Committee, Bciee, Idaho. 
M Mr Drar Snt: When I accepted the Congressional nomination at 
the hands of the Democratic party of the State of Idaho in conven- 
tion assembled I fully believed that even though the resolution on the 
Mormon question had been incorporated in our State platform the 
matter could be settled and handled in a manner which would be sat- 
isfactory and honorable to all concerned. Now* however, conditions 
have arisen since my nomination, and which conditions have arisen 
because of the fact that at the meeting of the Democratic State com- 
mittee held in Lewiston after the convention adjourned the campaign 
to be waged in our State was outlined, and it appears that the cam- 

Saign, as it is said, is to be waged on a moral plane as against the 
formon people and the said resolution is to be made the paramount 
issue* 

" This being true, and as I am not in sympathy or in full accord 
with the same, I can not, in honor to myself, after the position I took 
in the Democratic convention, both in committee and upon the floor 
of the convention, remain upon the ticket and make the necessary 
campaign outlined by our State committee, and therefore must at 
this time, and do now, tender to the State committee, through you as 
chairman, my resignation as the Congressional nominee of the State 
of Idaho Upon the ^Democratic ticket Having a deep sense of grati- 
tude for the high honor conferred upon me, I arrived at this conclu- 
sion only after careful deliberation* The confidence shown me by 
my party is one for which any man may be justly proud, but the only 
way I can ever hone to retain that confidence in the future is by tak- 
ing this step, which I believe to be the only honorable one that I can 
pursue. 

" This action of mine is purely personal and will affect me only, 
but will make it possible for the State committee to place upon our 
State ticket some one who can consistently make tho campaign as out- 
lined and be in full accord with the State committee. I believe in 
our grand old Democratic party , and the principles for which it 
stands, and will do all in my power for its success in the State of 
Idaho, knowing that right will prevail, and believing as I do that 
only tlirough that party the greatest good will come to the people of 
this country. With nothing but good wishes' for Democratic suc- 
cess, I have the honor to remain, 

" Yours, sincerely, . F. H. Hoxjsheimik." 

Mr. Holzhejmer. I desire to say now that the course I took was 
commended by the papers of the State and most of the politicians of 
the Democratic party. 

Mr, Worthington. Was it commended by the papers of one party 
or both parties f 

Mr. Holzheimeb. By both parties; the Boise Statesman, a Repub- 
lican paper; the Boise Capital News, a Democratic paper. 
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Mr Worthingtoh. That is all, 

Mr. Tatler. Then you undertsood that this platform respecting 
polygamy was a thing to get in on but not to stand on t 

Mr. Holzhei mer . Then I understood that? I understood that no 
conscientious man who lived in Idaho could stand upon a platform 
of that kind. 

Mr. Tatler. But you got in on it, all right 

Mr. Holzheimer. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. You were nominated on that platform 
Mr. Holzheimer. No, sir; because I opposed it* 
Mr. Tatt.br. Were vou not nominated on it? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. And. you accepted the nomination after the platform 
was adopted ? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. But, after having got in on it, you could not stand 
on it? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Not as it was given to me. 
Mr. Van Cott. And you got out from under the platform, too, did 
you not? 

Mr. Holzheimer. As quick as I could. 
Mr. Worthington. That is all. 

The Chairman. Was that platform opposed by the Mormon people 
generally? 

Mr. HoiotRimer, Was it opposed generally by the Mormon people? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Holzheimer. They did not like it. 

The Chairman. And you could not advocate it for conscientious 
reasons? 

Mr. Holzheimer. I could not advocate it because I believed it was 
not true, and was uncalled for, and that the moral condition of the 
State of Idaho was not such as would call forth the waging of a cam- 
paign upon a high moral plane, 

The Chairman. Do you think polygamy exists in Idaho to any 
extent 7 

Mr. Holzheimer. I do not. 

The Chairman. You do not think polygamy exists in the State? 

Mr. Holzheimer. You asked me the question whether I thought 
polygamous conditions existed to a great extent in Idaho. 

The Chairman. To any extent? 

Mr. Holzheimer. Yes, it does; " to any extent" 

The Chairman. You think you could not, for moral reasons, stand 
on a platform that was in opposition to polygamous cohabitation? 

Mr. Holzheimer. No* sir; the Senator does not want to mistake me, 
because I am as much opposed to it as any man. 

The Chairman. But you could not stand 

Mr. Worthington. Liet him finish his answer. 

The Chairman. I will take care of that 

Mr. Holzheimer. For this reason, if the Senator will pardon me, 
that the tendency of this fight was to array one end of the State 
against the other. 

The Chairman. You said that 

Mr. Holzheimer. And the conducting of the campaign was on a 
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high moral plane, holding all th# people guilty for what some may 
hare done* X believed that was wrong, ana still think so. 

The Chairman* Yon would oppose any proposition to eliminate in 
Idaho the practice of polygamous cohabitation f 

Mr. Houbhkzmsh. No, sir; I would not I would aid it, coming 
properly. 

The Chairman. What would be the proper way of having it come? 
How would a constitutional amendment suit youf 

Mr. Holzhmmjkh. I can not see any objection to it 

The Chairman. A constitutional^amendment prohibiting polyg- 
amy in all the States. 

Mr. Holzheimer. I can not see a bit of objection to it 

The Chairman. You would be for it? 

Mr. Holzheimer. There would be nothing personal in that It 
would be carrying out the intent of the law. I would. 

Mr. Tayler. But you do not believe in prosecuting men in Utah 
who are living in polygamous cohabitation! 

Mr. Holzheimer. I nave not said that 

Mr. Tayler. Do youf 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Tayler means Idaho. 

Mr. 'Tayler. Yes, Idaho, I mean. 

Mr. Holzheimer. I am inclined to think they should stop it 
Mr. Tayler. They should stop it? 
Mr. Holzheimer. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. TTiat is abstract Do you think they ought to be 
prosecuted? 
Mr. Holzheimer. If it is necessary. 

Mr. Tayler. I think that is as near as we will get to the fact. 
The Chairman. The committee will take a recess until 1.30 o'clock 
p. m. 

Thereupon (at ,12 o'clock meridian) the committee took a recess 
until 1.80 o'clock p. m. 

after recess. 

The committee reassembled at the expiration of the recess. 
The Chairman. Proceed, Mr. Worthington. 
Mr. Worthington. We will call Mr. Martin. 

TESTIMONY 0? FBAJTX MAHTI5. 

Frank Martin, being duly sworn, was examined, and testified as 
follows: 

Mr. Worthington. Your full name, Mr. Martin, please? 

Mr. Martin. Frank Martin. 

Mr. Worthington. And jour age! 

Mr. Martin. Forty-one. 

Mr. Worthington. Where do you reside! 

Mr. Martin. In Boise City, Idaho. 

Mr. Worthington. What is your business or occupation? 

Mr. Martin. Attorney at law. 

Mr. Worthington. How long have you lived in Idaho? 
Mr. Martin. Since 1886. 

Mr. Worthington. And have you lived at Boise all the time? 



BBMD SHOOT. 697 

Mr. Martin. Since 1892. Near Boise the rest of the time. 
Mr. Wobthinoton. How long have you been practicing law in that 
country? 
Mr. Ma rttn. Since 1892. 

Mr. Worthington. Are you a Mormon or a non-Mormon f 
Mr. Martin. I am not a Mormon. 

Mr. Wobthixgtox. Then you must be a non-Mormon. I mean by 
that you are what we call here a Gentile ? 
Mr. Martin. Yes; I am a Gentile. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you had any connection or affiliation at 
all with the Mormon Church in any way ? 
Mr. MaAin. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you had anything to do with political 
affairs in Idaho? 
Mr. Martin. Yes, somewhat 
Mr. Worthinoton. And in a general way? 
Mr. Martin. Yes, 3ir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. To what extent, and how ? 

Mr. Martin. Well, I have taken more or less part in the different 
campaigns in Idaho since 1892. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Might I ask, by the way, whether you have 
taken part as a Democrat or a Republican or a Populist or what? 

Mr. Martin. As a Democrat. 

Mr. Worthinoton. All the time? 

Mr. Martin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. In a general way, what connection have you 
h ad with political affairs there since 1890 ? ♦ 

Mr. Martin. I have been on committees and helped to do com- 
mittee work, and I have made speeches in different campaigns in 
different portions of the State. I ran for office once. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you attended any of the Democratic 
State conventions since 1890? 

Mr. Martin. Yes; I have attended them all either as a delegate or 
as a visitor since the beginning of the convention of 1890. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You are in a general way familiar with their 
proceedings? 

Mr. Martin. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you gone over the State at all — and I 
ask that especially with .reference to the so-called Mormon counties 
in the southern part of the State? 

Mr. Martin. 1 have campaigned in all those counties. I have 
made speeches in them and visited them on political errands in differ- 
ent ways. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Are you acquainted with a good many of the 
people down there, Mormons and others ? 
Mr. Martin. Yes, quite largely. 
Mr. Worthinoton. In the Mormon counties? 
Mr. Martin. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. Have jou at any time been chairman of the 
Democratic State committee? 

Mr. Martin. No. I was secretary of the Democratic State com- 
mittee at one time. 

Mr. Worthington. When was that! 
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Mr. Martin. From 1898 to 1900. 

Mr. Worthington. It has been testified here, as a part of the gen- 
eral understanding in that State, that the chairmen of the respective 
political parties always go down to Salt Lake City when a campaign 
is coming on and come back and whisper that it is all right, whatever 
that means. Can you give us any information on that subject? 

Mr. Martin. In 1890 I was not so well acquainted with what the 
State committee did, but during the campaign of 1892 I was more or 
less at the State headquarters and with them. In 1894 I helped the 
State chairman quite a good deal in the work. In 1896 I did the 
same. In 1898 to 1900 I was secretary of the State committee. 
In 1900 I was a candidate on the State ticket and was acquainted 
with the affairs of the committee. At none of those did either the 
State chairman or any representative of his go to Salt Lake to consult 
with the Mormon Church as to the Mormon vote. Whether that was 
done in 1902 or in 1904, I don't know. 

Mr. Worthington. Who was chairman in 1902 and 1904 of the 
Democratic State committee ? 

Mr. Martin. Mr. Donnelly, of Kootenai County, was chairman in 
1902, and Mr. Charles H. Jackson in 1904. 

Mr. Worthington. The same gentleman who testified here? 

Mr. Martin. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Cobb also testified in these words : " I do 
not know of any politician to-day (in Idaho, he meant) but who is 
in favor of granting to the Mormon Church any request that they 
make." 

How does your acquaintance with the Democratic politicians gen- 
erally in that State agree with that statement ? 

Mr. Martin. I should say that condition never existed, so far as 
the Democratic party is concerned, 

Mr. Worthington, You speak of the Democratic party, I presume, 
because you belong to it? 

Mr. Martin. I am not acquainted with the affairs of the Repub- 
lican party so well. . 

Mr. Worthington. You seem to be very familiar with the affairs 
of the Democratic party. Let me ask yoii what the Mormons have 
asked in these State conventions that you have had ? 

Mr, Martin. They have never asked for anything at all. 

Mr. Worthington. Let us take it since the State was admitted. 
Since the State of Idaho was admitted, what Mormon has been nomi- 
nated, let us say, by the Democratic party for any State office in the 
State?' 

Mr. Martin. One. There was one man nominated for district 
judge who had been a Mormon, but, I believe, was not a member of 
the church at the time he was nominated. 

Mr, Worthington. He was understood not to be a member at the 
time he was nominated? 

Mr. Martin. Yes; so I understood; and it was generally under- 
stood that he had severed his connection with the church a good 
many years before. There was one man in 1900 nominated for State 
auditor who was a Mormon in good standing, I understood, in the 
church. He afterwards was withdrawn from the ticket. There was 
a trade made or a fusion between the Democrats and the Populists, 



BXID 8X007. 



699 



and he was withdrawn from the ticket so as to put a Populist in his 
place. 

Mr. Wobthington. Then the only Mormon that the Democratic 
party has nominated there since statehood was dropped off in that 
fusion arrangement? 

Mr. Martin. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. As to State officers who have been elected, 
whether on the Democratic ticket or the Republican ticket, how many 
State officers have yoi* had who are Mormons since the State was 
admitted into the Union ? 

Mr. Martin. Just one; just the past attorney-general, John Jl 
Bagley. 

Mr. Worthington. And he did not get a second term? 
Mr. Martin. No ; ho was not nominated. 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Jackson, to whom you have referred, also 
testified here : 



mon Church in Idaho, whether he is a Republican or a Democrat. 
Unless the Mormon Church supports the individual he might as well 
give up. There is no hone for you." 
How do you agree with Mr. Jackson as to that? 
Mr. Martin. I will answer that by saying that I found the Mor- 
mons in politics about the same as other people. I have not noticed 
that the church particularly influences their actions any more than 
any other people. 

Mr. Worthington. Right there, then, let me ask vou as to your 
estimate of the proportion of the Mormon vote in Idaho to the whole 
vote. 

Mr. Martin. I should say about one-fifth. 

Mr. Worthington. How many Mormon votes do you estimate 
there are in Idaho outside of the six Mormon counties that have been 
mentioned here? 

Mr. Martin. From 500 to 600. 

Mr. Worthington. How does the number of Gentiles in Mormon 
counties in Idaho compare with the number of Mormons in Gentile 
counties? 

Mr. Martin. Ten or 12 to 1. There are 10 or 12 Gentiles in, the 
Mormon counties to every Mormon in the Gentile counties, I should 
say. 

Mr. Worthington. What do you say as to the proportion of Mor- 
mon votes in the State to the whole number of voters? 
Mr. Martin. About one-fifth, I think. 

Mr. Worthington. You agree with what purports to be an extract 
from Senator Dubois's remarks on that subject, do you? 

Mr. Martin. Yes, sir; I think that is about correct. 

Mr. Worthington. From your observation and from common 
report there, what do you say as^to the Mormon Church interfering 
in politics in Idaho during your time there, as a church ? 

Mr. Martin. "I have never known anything that I could say was an 
interference on the part of the church. 

Mr. Worthington. By way, of specification of this general charge, 
Mr.- Jackson said it is understood in Idaho that the Mormon Church 
defeated Governor Morrison for renomination last summer. Are you 
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acquainted' with the common understanding of the people on that 
subject! 

Mr. Martin. I think so. 

Mw Worthinoton. What k it t 

Mr. Martin. I do not think that is the common understanding. It 
Was charged by Mr. Jackson and Mr. Clay and others during the 
campaign in their campaign speeches. They endeavored to show 
that that was true— that the Mormon Church nad defeated Governor 
Morrison for renomination — but my opinion would be that possibly 
80 per cent of the people of the State believe that that is not true. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Did you have anything to do with the Demo- 
cratic State convention last year ? 

Mr. Martin. I was simply present. I did not participate as a 
delegate. 

Mr, Worthinoton. But you knew what was going on, did you, in 
reference to this antipolygamy plank about which something has 
been said here this' morning? 

Mr. Martin. Yes, I was there and was in touch with what was 
going on all the time. 

Mr. Wokthington. You knew what was going on? 

Mr. Martin. I knew what was going on. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Tell us what was going on in regard to that 
plank with reference to adultery being in it or not in it 

Mr. Martin. As I remember the resolutions they were just as they 
were read here by Senator Dubois this morning from the report of 
the' convention. Those were the resolutions, as I remember them — 
the various resolutions that were introduced. 

Mr. Worthinoton, Do vou know anything about any understand- 
ing that was attempted toTbe made with the Mormons in reference to 
whether adultery should or should not be in the platform, and what 
difference it should make? 

Mr. Martin. In order to give this explanation understandmgly I 
will have to go back before the convention. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Since it has been gone into, I would like to 
understand it, for one. 

Mr. Martin. Just briefly, Senator Dubois was the leader in the 
anti-Mormon agitation there a good many years ago, which resulted 
in disfranchising the Mormons, those who were polygamists and 
those who were not — all of them. That struggle engendered some 
feeling between the Mormon people and Senator Dubois, which has 
continued to the present time with more or less vitality. After the 
speech of Senator Dubois in the United States Senate in 1903 that 
has been quoted a good deal, I talked with a number of Mormon lead- 
ers, and they felt very good about it They thought the Senator had 
become friendly to them. He returned to the State in the fall of 
1908, and it was given out among those with whom he conversed that 
he had expressedThis determination of pushing the Smoot inquiry— 
the charges a^inst Senator Smoot— and of making the Mormon ques- 
tion an issue in our political campaigns again. Of course that 
started the agitation and the talk along the lines of the Mormon 
question more or less until the ^convention met at Weiser in June, 
which elected delegates to our national convention. 

A resolution which is popularly supposed to have been drawn by 
the senior Senator from Idaho was introduced in that convention 
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at Weiser, having been, if I am not mistaken, first passed by the Ada 
County convention. Senator Dubois was present at the time of the 
Ada County convention— I may be mistaken in that— but I think it 
was first passed by the Ada County convention, and then presented 
to the Weiser convention. 
Senator Dubois. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. Martin. It was generally understood, Senator, that you were 
the author of the resolution. * 
Senator Dubois. Well, that is not true. 

Mr; Martin. That was the understanding out there, and I never 
knew whether it was true or not 

Mr* Wobthinoton. It was the general understanding that it would 
affect the political situation ? 

Mr. Martin. Yes. Then at Weiser this resolution was introduced 
in our State convention. I do not remember the exact wording of it* 
but it was the proposition that a plank be inserted in the national 
platform- 

Mr. Worthington. Of the Democratic party ? 

Mr. Martin. Yes; I think to amend the Constitution of the United 
States; but I am not sure that was the exact wording. I have read it 
a number of times, but the exact wording escapes my mind just now. 
It isprobably in evidence. 

While that was being debated (I was not present, but I know this 
from newspaper reports and from talking with delegates who were at 
the convention) a delegate from Fremont County— nand I do not now 
recall his name— called attention to the fact that there were no stat- 
utes punishing certain sexual crimes, and asked why they were not in- 
cluded in this resolution; also stating that the Mormon people, if they 
were included so as to take out the sting a little, and not make it ap- 
pear that it was an attack on the Mormon people, would all support 
it That resolution was introduced without including these other 
sexual crimes as well as polygamy. Mr: Lafe Pence, formerly of 
Colorado, who was a member of that convention and a leader on 
the side of those who were advocating this resolution, said that they 
would accept such an amendment, and an adjournment was taken with 
an instruction to this man to draft the kind of amendment he wanted. 
He drafted it and after the convention was called to order again he 
attempted to introduce his amendment 

Mr. Pence raised some objection at that time, evidently not willing 
to live up to the agreement that had been made to include them ? and he 
was ruled out on a point of order and the original resolution was 
passed which had been introduced by those agreeing with the views 
of Senator Dubois, that the question should be raised. It was taken 
back to the national convention and a resolution was secured, not in 
the terms of that resolution, but partly covering the question. Then 
our nominating convention was held at Lewiston on the 15th of 
August to nominate State candidates and adopt a State platform. 

iwentr up from Boise City to Lewiston, and most or the delegates 
from the southeastern counties were on the same train and on the same 
boat, Mormons and non-Mormons, and they all agreed that they were 
perfectly willing to have a resolution adopted which would in terms 
indorse the action of the national convention. They said that it was 
unnecessary, that no conditions existed in the State of Idaho which 
called for anything of the kind ; that the agitation was unfair and un- 
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just; but as long as the national committee had adopted those resolu- 
tions, they were willing that they should be indorsed in terms in the 
State convention. This was not satisfactory to those who took the 
other view, and the various resolutions came before the committee on 
resolutions appointed by the convention. One resolution was pre- 
sented to the committee, which, I understood, and it was currently 
stated at the time around the convention, was either drawn by the 
senior Senator ffom Idaho or else had his sanction, which did not in- 
clude any of the sexual crimes except illegal cohabitation and polyg- 
amy. Tne committee having in remembrance the fact that it had 
been proposed at the Weiser convention that they would all accept 
such a resolution if it embodied all of the sexual crimes, reported the 
resolution. That is ; a majority report reported the resolution which 
was read this morning— the first one. I do not remember the exact 
terms. 

Mr. Worthinoton. It included adultery? 

Mr. Martin. It included adultery and declared against church 
interference, etc. 

Now, I found in discussing it with the Mormon people (and I think 
they stated to me how they felt about it) that the stumbling block 
with them was not so much — was not, in fact, they said, at afl — that 
this resolution declared against polygamy and illegal cohabitation, 
as it was the particular manner in which the church interference 
proposition injwlitics was used and the results that they feared 
would flow from it, or rather the animus they feared was behind it. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What was that animus and what were those 
results! 

Mr. Martin. They said they had been disfranchised in Idaho once 
under the leadership of Senator Dubois, and that they felt it was his 
determination to disfranchise them again in order that he might 
gain the benefit politically. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Gam it how, politically f 

Mr. Martin. These counties would return men to the legislature 
who would be opposed to his reelection as Senator. 

Mr. Worthinoton. In 1906, you mean ? 

Mr. Martin. In 1906; and they regarded this declaration and this 
^movement as simply the entering wedge to disfranchise them again. 
They did not want to give up their right to vote and take part in the 
government of the State. 
Mr. Worthington. Have you finished. 

Mr. Martin. Well, they declared, both in convention, in speeches, 
and they declared this privately to me and to others, that they were 
not opposed to the declaration against polygamy or against illegal 
cohabitation, but they were opposed to this movement because they 
feared that it had the intention behind it to disfranchise them. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do I understand you correctly to say that 
when you were going up on the train and on the boat you talked 
with Mormons and non-Mormons both! 

Mr. Martin. Yes. 

Mr. Worthinoton. And that both Mormons and non-Mormons 
concurred in opposition to this plank? 

Mr. Martin. Yes; from certain counties. The counties were 
divided, and even the delegation in the same county was divided in 
many counties on the question* 
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Mr. Worthington. When this platform was adopted and the cam- 
paign began, did you support the ticket? Did you take any part in 
the campaign f 

Mr. Martin. I supported the ticket, but I took no part in the 
cainpaign. 

Mr. Worthington. Was there any reason for that? 

Mr. Martin. Yes. Mr. Jackson, when he opened his headquarters, 
strung a big banner across the street, saying " We are for men, not 
for sheep." The candidate for governor on the Republican ticket 
was a large owner of sheep. That was to emphasize the fact that 
that was to be urged against him as candidate for governor. I met 
Mr. Jackson on the streeet and rather twitted him for putting up 
such a banner, and he invited me to come up to the office. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Is this the same Mr. Jackson who has been 
here? 

Mr. Martin. Yes ; the chairman of the State central committee. 
He asked me to sit down and talk with him, which I did. Among 
other things, he asked me if I would go out in the campaign and make 
speeches. lie said that he, would like very much to have me go and 
give all the time I could. He asked me to furnish him the times 
when I could go out, the number of days I could go out, and he said 
the committee would prefer to designate the places where I should 
speak, but they wanted me to go, and if I insisted I should designate 
the places myself where I would speak. I told him I was willing to 
go out and make speeches for the party and would give him the times 
when I could go as soon as our court term closed and would leave it 
to the committee to designate where I should speak. But, I said, " Mr. . 
Jackson, I want to be perfectly fair with you. I consider what you 
declare to be the paramount issue— this Mormon question—entirely 
a fake issue, false and selfish in its conception; and unwarranted by 
the condition of our State. I don't think there has been a time since 
I have known the State when there has been as little need for this 
agitation as now. I am willing to go, but I shall make purelv Demo- 
cratic speeches, discuss the nationalissues, and support the Presiden- 
tial candidate. I am willing to discuss other issues in the State 
campaign, but I will not discuss the Mormon issue." I was not 
requested any more to go out. I never heard anything more of my 
going out, so I did not go out 

Mr. Worthinoton. What action did the other leading men in the 
State take in that regard ? 

Mr. Martin. I know of a few. Judge J. H. Hawley, who was the 
candidate of our party for United States Senator two years ago, at 
the time Senator Heyburn was elected, and, if not the leading Demo- 
crat, one of the leading Democrats of the State 

Mr. Worthinoton. Did he decline on the same grounds that you 
took? 

Mr. Martin. A letter was written to him— I do not know whether 
he was personally approached or not, but a letter was written to him 
by Chairman Jackson — inviting him to go out and make speeches, and 
asking him to name the times when he could go, and so forth. I did 
not see his letter of reply, but as I was informed of its contents he 
replied that he was ready to go and make the speeches; that he would 
pay his own expenses; that he would reserve the right to make Demo- 
cratic speeches aftef discussing the national issues and advocating 
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the election of our candidate for President Judge Parker, and would 

not discuss the so-called Mormon issue. He did not go out, and I am 
told by Judge Hawley that he did not receive any further request 
to go out 

Mr. Worthington. You say he offered to pay his own expenses. 
May I ask whether anything was said on that subject when you were 
talking to Mr. Jackson! 

Mr. Martin. I am not sure now. 

Mr. Worthington. Your proposition was that you would go out 
and discuss the issues of the national platform ? 

Mr. Martin, Yes. Mr. J. C. Pence, who had formerly cam- 
paigned in the State quite a little, told me that he was talked to by 
Chairman Jackson about the same matter. Mr. Jackson wanted to 
know of him if he would go out, and said : " We want four issues dis- 
cussed — the Mormon issue, the sheep issue, Or what is known in our 
State as the 2-mile-limit law, the State treasury deposit law, and 
the temperance question." He told Mr. Jackson he would go out 
and speak, but he would reserve the right to support Judge Par- 
ker and discuss the national issues. He was willing to discuss all 
of the other issues except the Mormon question, which he would not 
discuss. Mr. Jackson replied to him that he did not want the 
national issues discussed in the campaign arid they wanted the time 
all practically put on the Mormon question. He heard nothing fur- 
ther. The request for him to go out was dropped at that point 

Mr. Worthington. Would yon call these men of whom you have 
been speaking leading Democratic men in the State? 

Mr. Martin. Yea 

Mr. Worthington. Do you recall any others who took a similar 
stand or who were dropped in the same way t 

Mr. Martin. Judge Perky, who was our chairman from 1900 to 
1902 and judge of the district court afterwards, was invited to go out 
and make speeches. He went out and made one and discussed the 
national issues, advocating the election of Judge Parker; and he was 
not billed any further, fie was brought back to Boise, and when he 
returned Mr. Jackson told him he did not want that class of speeches; 
that he wanted the Mormon issue discussed entirely ; that people were 
teed of tariff; they wanted to hear about Mormonism. Judge 
Perky told him that he thought the interests of the Presidential can- 
didate should not be neglected as they had been, and the national is- 
sues should be discussed. Jackson told him Jie did not want it done, 
so his services ended. \ 

Those are all I know of who discussed the matter with Jackson; 
There might have been othersi 

Mr. Worthington. Let me ask in regard to your own case. You, 
as a leading Democrat of the State, did not take any part in the cam- 

Saign for tne reason you have stated. What ? if anything, had the 
[ormon Church to do with your being out of it? 
Mr. Martin. Nothingin tne world. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Whatj so far as you know from the common 
understanding and from the talk with these men, had it to do with 
their staying out? 

Mf. Martin. Nothing whatever. 

Mr. Worthington. m the next place, what position did tne Demo- 
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cratic newspapers of the State take in this campaign issue which had 
been put up in this way? 

Mr. Martin. Most of the Democratic newspapers, especially the 
leading ones, were opposed to this issue. 

Mr. Worthington. How did thejr express their opposition? 

Mr. Martin. Most of them editorially. Manv of them, mind yon, 
supported the ticket. While they expressed their editorial opposition 
to this policy, saying it was wrong and uncalled for, they at the same 
time gave their support and advocated the election of the men on the 
ticket. 

Mr. Worthington. As indicating whether the outcome of that elec- 
tion resulted from the interference of the Mormon Church or from 
some other cause, will you tell me on what issues the campaign was 
actually waged by the Democrats who did go out? 

Mr. Martin. It was actually waged on the Mormon issue by those 
who took part in the campaign. I heard a number of the speeches. 
Senator Dubois returned from Salt Lake City, where he had assisted 
in opening the campaign of the American party, and made the first 
speech of our campaign at Boise City, in wkich he discussed entirely 
the Mormon issue. He mentioned nothing else. He did not refer to 
our candidate for President or any of our national issues. Mr. Clay, 
the candidate for Congress — - 

Mr. Worthington. The Democratic candidate? 

Mr. Martin. Yes— did the same thing in his speech, which I heard 
at Boise. He was particularly bitter in denunciation of the Mor- 
mons, and I am informed that it was generally understood he con- 
tinued to be so during the entire campaign. 

Mr, Worthington. What was the common understanding as to 
the nature of that abuse? I would like to have a specification, if you 
remember, so that we may judge what effect it would be liable to have 
on the Mormon people. 

Mr. Martin, The general trend of it was that they were violating 
the law; that they were criminals; that they were going secretly into 
polygamous marriages or polygamous relations ; that they were mak- 
ing corrupt deals and trades in the politics of the State, and it was 
currently reported that in his speech at Glenns Ferry, Mr. Clay made 
very serious reflections upon, the girls and women of the Mormon 
people. 

Mr, Worthington. The same that were testified to here by another 
witness? 

Mr, Martin. I did not hear the testimony of the other witness, but 
perhaps. 

Mr, Worthington. I do not like to have this repeated, but what 
was the current report that Mr. Clay had said in that speech about 
the Mormon women and girls? 

Mr. Taylbr. Can you find anybody who heard it ? 

Mr. Worthington. It makes no difference whether I can find any- 
body who heard it or not. If it was commonly understood in the 
community that he had said it, it would have the same effect. 

Mr. Tatler. I do not object to its competency. I think you are 
doing very well with it, but I wanted to know if you had discovered 
anybody who ever had heard it said. 

Mr. Worthington. I think if we had time to bring the people here 
who would testify in regard to it, we could find plenty of them. 
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Mr, Tatlkr. Your time has been limited. 

Mr. Martin. I do not think it would add anything for me to repeat 
the language. 

Mr, Worthington. It was a serious reflection on Mormon women? 
Mr. Martin. It was a serious reflection on Mormon women and 
girls. 

Senator MgComas. I understand it is not the language he used, but 
the language somebody else told you he had used ? 

Mr. Martin. It was currently reported. I do not know whether he 
used it or not, Senator. It was currently reported all over the State 
that he used it. 

Mr. WoRTHiNGTON. Exactly in the same way that everything Mr. 
Jackson testified to here was established, without a single exception* 

Senator McComas. Do you know Mr. Clay ? 

Mr. Martin. Yes, sir; 1 know Mr. Clay very well. 

Senator McComas. Have you ever, spoken to him in respect to this 
language you say he used? 

Mr. Martin. I have not seen him since the election* 

Senator Dubois. What kind of a man is Clay? 

Mr. Martin. Mr. Clay is a first-class man, Senator, 

Senator Dubois. Of very high moral character? 

Mr. Martin. Yes, he is. He is a very fine man. 

Senator Dubois. lie is a man you would hardly think would make a 
statement to a public audience that he did not think he had a basis for 

. making? \ \ : , . ■ 

I do not think he would make a statement that he did 
not believe was true. I regard Mr. Clay as a man of very high char- 
acter, and I have a very high regard for him. I know him very well 
indeed. 

Senator Dubois. Do you know whether or not it is a fact that he 
spent a good deal of his life among the Mormon people? 

Mr. Martin. In Utah onlyj not in Idaho. I will say I believe Mr. 
Gay did not know the conditions in Idaho, but I think he thought he 
did; that he believed a lot of this stuff that had been repeated to him 
and that he was repeating. 

Mr. Worthin OTON. Did you participate at all in the matter which 
came before the legislature of Idajio in the early part of 1903 in 
regard to a resolution for a constitutional convention? 

Mr. Martin. Only by way of consultation with one of the Demo- 
cratic leaders of the legislature. 

Mr. Worthington. Which leader? 

Mr. Martin. Mr. Moore, of Idaho County. 

Mr. Worthington . Can you tell us whether or not, prior to the pas- 
sage of that resolution, there had been any discussion of the subject in 
Idaho? 

Mr. Martin. At all of our legislatures— practically every one- 
there had been one, two, and three amendments proposed to our con- 
stitution; and so many of them came that it had been discussed at 
different times if the constitution needed so much amending it might 
be well to have a constitutional convention. The matter of a consti- 
tutional convention had been discussed at other sessions. Mr. Moore 
came to me with a bill that had been introduced by a member from 
Latah County— I think it was a Mr. Price, or ; at any rate, a member 
from Latah County— providing for a constitutional convention to 
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meet on the 4th of July — I think, the last 4th of July — and mem- 
bers were to be appointed by different political parties, etc. He asked 
me about it, ana I pointed out to him, first, tnat such a proceeding 
as that was contrary to the provisions of our constitution. It had 
been introduced in the house, read once, and referred to a committee. 
Then he discussed with me the question of a constitutional conven- 
tion, and I told him I did not favor it; that I thought the constitu- 
tion did not need so much amending anyway, and anything that was 
needed could be provided for by amendments. He said he had talked 
with Judge Hawley, of whom I have spoken before, and Mr. Haw- 
ley very much favored a constitutional convention. I went with him 
and talked with Mr. Hawley afterwards about the matter. Mr. 
Hawley's pet idea was to have a constitutional convention to put in 
our State a superior-court system, such as they had in different States. 
That idea, among others, had been advocated before — to change the 
court system. This resolution of Price, from Latah County, was not 
in accordance with the terms of our constitution for holding a consti- 
tutional convention. Then, later in the session, a resolution which 
complied with the terms of the constitution was introduced by some 
one and passed the houses. I was talked to about it, and, so far as 
I knew, it was understood, and everybody in the legislature favored 
it, and the resolution was passed practically unanimously in both 
houses. I do not remember now that there was any vote against it. 

Mr. Worthington. Then there had been discussion in this way, to 
your knowledge, about the constitutional convention before that res- 
olution was passed ? 

Mr. Martin. Yes; for years before. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you know Mr. Gooding, the governor? 

Mr. Martin. Yes, sir. v 

Mr. Worthington. How long have you known him? 

Mr. Martin. I have known Mr. Gooding since 1894 — ten years. 

Mr. Worthington. It has been testified here that there is some 
doubt as to whether he is a Mormon or not. What do you say as to 
that? 

Mr. Martin. I know he is a Gentile, just as I know that Senator 
Dubois and other of my friends are Gentiles. I never heard it dis- 
cussed at all ; but I know he is. 

Mr. Worthington. Up until the time Mr. Jackson testified to the 
doubt here, did you ever hear it questioned ? 

Mr. Martin. I never heard it questioned. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you know Mr. Turner, who was the auditor 
of the State? 

Mr. Martin. Yes ; I know Mr. Turner. 

Mr. Worthington. Is he a Mormon, or not? 

Mr. Martin. He is not a Mormon, I understand. 

Mr. Worthington. From your acquaintance with the Mormon peo- 
ple in the State, have you learned anything as to their position in 
reference to this matter of polygamy — the younger people especially? 

Mr. Martin. Yes ; I have discussed it a good deal with them, 
being among them and with them in the campaign. They all ex- 
pressed themselves against it — as glad that the church stopped it, and 
are against it. 

Mr. Worthington. You do not live in the Mormon region? 
Mr. Martin. No; I live at the State capitaL 
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Mr. Worthington. You live in Hie same neighborhood with Mr. 
Jackson, Mr. Cobb, and Mr. Balderstou? 
Mr. Martin. Yes; the same place. 

Mr. Worthington. From your understanding and the information 
you get there as to the situation, what do you say as to 'whether 
polygamy has been increasing in Idaho— the number of men who 
have plural wives! 

Mr. Martin. My opinion is that it has not increased and has de- 
creased to a certain extent, some of the old men who had wives dying. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you heard, by reputation or otherwise, 
of any new plural marriages there? 

Mr. Martin. I have never heard of one, and, during all the agita- 
tion, so far as I know, none has been pointed out as occurring in 
Idaho. >( 

Mr. Worthington. It is stated here by Mr. Jackson that these 
600 Mormons outside of the Mormon counties control the politics 
of the Counties in which they live by holding the balance of power. 
What do you say as to that? 

Mr. Martin. Outside of the counties that you designate the Mor- 
mon counties, the southeastern counties, there are perhaps not to 
exced 200 in any county, and they have nothing to do with influen- 
cing political action so tar as I know, unless it be som* individual, 
who, apart from his religion, would be an influential man. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you know Mr. Budge? 

Mr, Martin. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. One of the men who has been a witness here? 
Mr. Martin. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. And admitted that he has been living with 
plural wives? 
Mr. Martin. Yes; I know Mr. Budge. 

Mr. Worthington. How is he treated by the people in Idaho 
generally! 

Mr. Martin. Just as they treat anybody else, 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do vou remember his traveling around that 
county on the stump with leading men, such as Senator Dubois? 

Mr. Martin. In 1894 it was in the papers, and true, I presume, 
that in his own county he campaigned with Senator Dubois. Sena- 
tor Dubois left the Republican party the next campaign, and he has 
been with other prominent Republicans in his own country there and 
run for office, I think, at one time. 

Mr. Worthington. There is some testimony here also about Mr. 
Budge and a man named Hart. Thev had some difficulty in which 
the church interfered on the part of Mr, Budge. Do you know some- 
thing about that? 

Mr. Martin. Yes; I know Mr, Hart He is a very personal friend 
of mine. We have talked the matter over, I expect, a dozen times. 
He has told me his trouble. 

Mr. Worthington. He is a. Mormon, is he! 

Mr. Martin. Yes; he is a Mormouu 

Mr. Worthington. I believe Mr. Hart became a candidate for 
dike after this difficulty, did he not ! 

Mr. Martin. Yes ; the difficulty occurred in 1900, and he was can- 
didate for county clerk of his county in 1902. 

Mr. Worthington. Hew did Mr. Budge stand in the county ! 
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Mr. Martin. He opposed very bitterly Mr. Hart's candidacy, and 
Mr. Budge is president of the stake of his county. 
Mr. Wohthington. He opposed Mr. Hart, did hef 
Mr. Martin. Very bitterly. 
Mr. Worthinoton. Publicly! 
Mr. Martin. Yes. 

Mr. Worthinoton. On account of this trouble that had occurred 
between themf 

Mr. Martin. Yes. He personally visited the Mormon families 
and asked, them not to vote for Hart. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What was the result of the election! 

Mr. Martin. He was elected by twice the majority of any other 
man on the Democratic ticket. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Mr. Hart was? 

Mr. Martin. Yes. It seemed to have helped him rather than hurt 
him. I might say I was in Bear Lake County just before the elec- 
tion, when Mr. Hart was elected in 1902. I made a speech in one of 
the strongest Mormon towns in the county, and among other things 
took up the question of the difference between Mr. Hart and Mr. 
Budge, and advocated the election of Mr. Hart, and criticised Presi- 
den Budge for his attempted interference, holding the high ecclesias- 
tical position he did. 

Mr. Worthinoton. This was immediately after the trouble oc- 
curred? 

Mr. Budge. The trouble occurred in 1900; this was in 1902. 

The Chairman. The president of the stake used every possible 
effort to defeat him, with the result that he got in a Mormon county 
a larger majority than anyone else in the county? 

Mr! Martin. Yes. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Speaking of Mr. Budge, something has been 
said about the inability of having him punished for his polygamous 
cohabitation because his relatives are in office there. Did you copy a 
little while ago from your Idaho statute book the provision of your 
constitution in reference to transferring judges from one district to 
another? 

Mr. Martin. I did. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I wish you would read it here, that it may be 
incorporated in the record at this point. 

Mr. Martin. This is section 12, article 5, of the State constitution, 
It is a part of the section. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Yes, sir; it is all that relates to this subject? 

Mr. Martin. It is all that relates to this subject It is as follows: 

"A judge of any district court may hold a district court in any 
county at the request of the judge of the district court thereof, and 
upon the request of the governor it shall be his duty to do so." 

Mr. Tatlbr. Will you read that again, please, so that it will perco- 
late through my mina ? 

Mr, Martin (reading) : "A judge of any district court may hold 
a district court in any county at the request of the judge of the dis- 
trict court thereof, and upon the request of the governor it shall be 
his duty to do so." 

Mr. Taxlmr. That is ; the duty of the man who is requested by the 
local judge to go into his county ? 

Mr. Martin. No; I do not understand it that way. It shall be the. 
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duty of any district Judge of the State, if the governor request* him 
to do so, to go into any wunty and hold a term of court 

Mr. Worthinqton. Do you know whether that has been acted 
upon! 

Mr. Martin. That was acted upon once. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Was it simply by the district judge requesting 
a man to come, and he did not go, and then the governor ordered him 
to got 

Mr. Martin. No: the governor of the State requested him to go 
and hold a term of the district court outside of his district, and he 
held it 

Mr. Worthinoton. Without any request of the district judge of 
that county? 
Mr. Mabtin. Yes. 

Mr. Worthinoton. With reference to Mr. Holzheimer, who has 
just testified here, did you know anything of the current understand- 
ing at the time that he declined to accept the nomination for Con- 
gress f 

Mr. Martin. Tes; I knew the circumstances surrounding it 

Mr. Worthinoton. I wislTyou would look at this paragraph from 
the Lewiston Tribune of about that date and tell me whether that ex- 
pressed what you understood to be the situation at that time! 

Mr* Martin (after examining the article). Tes; that is about the 
situation as I understood it to exist 

Mr. Worthinoton. I would like to have that go in the record at 
this point I do not care to read it It is in the same line as Mr. 
Holzheimer's testimony* 

Mr. Tatusr. Let me look at it 

The article referred to is as follows: 

" holzhbimrr's nomination. 

«* The Lewiston Tribune, in its account of the contention proceed- 
ings, has the following relative to the nomination of F. H. Holz- 
heimer, of this city: 

"'Hon. F. H. Holzheimer, of Pocatello, who had been prominent 
in the fight against the anti-Mormon fight, was soon besieged by the 
Dubois and Heitfeld men and solicited to become a candidate for 
Congress. It was argued to him that this would unite the northern 
and southern Democracy back of the ticket Holzheimer persistently 
refused to have his name presented* and when Judge F. 35. Fogg, a 
staunch Heitfeld supporter, placed in nomination the Pocatello man, 
the latter was noticeably surprised. He held a hurried consultation 
with the Bannock delegation and finally consented to their wishes. 

" 1 Mr. Holzheimer in his work before the convention had become a 
favorite, and his announcement of acceptance was wildly cheered. 
He is an attorney of much ability, a splendid platform orator, and a 
few years ago was a prominent member of the Utah legislature.' " 

Mr. Wortbongton. Mr; Martin, to come back to this campaign of 
1904, in view of what took place there during that campaign, what 
you nave testified to and what you have observed, was it a matter of 
any surprise to you that the Mormon vote for the Democratic ticket 
was small! 



MID SHOOT. 611 

Mr, Martin. No; I was surprised that as many of them voted the 
ticket as did 

Mr. Worthington. How do you know any of them voted the ticket! 
It has been said here that none of them did. 

Mr. Martin. I know some of them personally. There are some of 
the Democrats that I know personally were supporting the ticket 
voting for it That is about the only way I know it % 

Mr. Worthington. Was there anything took place in that cam- 
paign which indicated any disposition on the part of those who were 
managing it on the Democratic side to sacrifice the national ticket 
in the interest of the 3tate ticket? 

Mr. Martin. Yes; it appeared to me, and it was the opinion of al) 
of the old-line Democrats there, that the campaign was made the way 
it was for the especial purpose of trying to get rotes for Governor 
Heitfeld at the expense of the Presidential candidate, Judge Parker. 
It was specifically stated by Senator Dubois in opening the campaign 
that it was not a political issue*; that people should come and support 
his State ticket regardless of party. It was specifically stated so by 
Mr. Clay and others ; and in their campaign, so far as I learned, they 
at no time advocated the election of Juajje Parker or pushed that 
matter at all. The gentleman who traveled with Senator Dubois, 
Mr. Stalker, was a Republican,, and he would open his speeches by 
saying to the people that he was a Republican, that he had always 
voted the Republican ticket, and should vote for President Roosevelt, 
then saying that the people of the State should all vote for Mr. Heit* 
tela. 

Mr. Worthington. You say he went around with Senator Dubois! 
Mr. Martin. He traveled with Senator Dubois. 
Mr. Worthington. And made speeches for Roosevelt and for 
Heitfeld I 

Mr. Martin. I would not say he made speeches for President 
Roosevelt, but he let it be understood that he was supporting Roose- 
velt He discussed this question practically in its entirety in his 
speeches. He would simply say he was a Republican and would sup- 
port President Roosevelt, and let it go at that The same thing, I 
understand, was done by the ladies from outside, who were brought 
in there to speak in the campaign. A number of ladies were brought 
from the East— or two, anyhow, that I know of — to speak in the cam- 
paign, to try to influence the women of Idaho to vote for Mr. Heit- 
feld. 

Mr. Worthington* Who were those ladies? 

Mr. Martin. Mrs. White was one of them, and a Miss or Mrs. 
Webster was the other. In fact, a number of the old-line Democrats 
complained very bitterly, and so did the Democratic papers, because 
this committee was apparently trying to sacrifice Judge Parker, our 
Presidential candidate, to try to get votes for their State ticket; and 
that was the general understanding among the Democrats with whom 
I associated and talked. 

Mr, Worthington. You spoke about the American party in Utah* 
Was that a party! 

Mr* Marten. That was a party formed by Republicans and Demo- 
crats, a kind of an independent party. It took the name of the 
American party for the purpose of opposing the church, as I under- 
stood it 
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Mr. Worthinoton. It was a political party! 

Mr. Mamin. Yes; it was a political party. It had a State ticket 

Mr, Woethington. You may cross-examine, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Martin, where does the public record exist of your 
protest against this outrage perpetrated in Idaho last year against the 
national Democratic ticket? 

Mr. Marvin. There was no protest filed at any place that I know 
of, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. Did he make no speech against it? 

Mr. Martin. I made no speech in the campaign at all. 

Mr. Tayler. Nor did you have an interview published against it? 

Mr. Martin. A number of newspapers were calling attention to it 
and criticising the committee for doing it, and a number of the Demo- 
crats talked it among themselves. 

Mr. Tayler. Under the hat? 

Mr. Martin. Well, I don't know that you would call it under the 
hat; it was quite public. We talked it around the streets and every 
place. 

~ Mr- Ta™ Your name does not appear in any published print 
associated with any such protest? 

Mr. Martin. I think there was no such protest, as a protest, filed, 
Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. I am not talking about a signed, sealed, witnessed 
parchment protest. I mean any statement by you in any newspaper 
or by any public speech. 

Mr. Martin. I think I have answered your question, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. Well, answer it again, then, for I do not understand 
you. 

Mr. Martin. As I say t there was no protest made other than what I 
have explained to you. 
Mr. Tayler. Just private conversation ? 

Mr. Wortbington. He said they were public, on the street, Mr. 
Tayler. 
Mr. Tayler. Wait a minute. 

Mr, Martin. Newspaper reports and newspaper editorials. 
Mr. Tayler. Was your name ever associated with them in the pub- 
lic prints? 

Mr. Martin. I dont know whether I was interviewed on the ques- 
tion or not. Perhapslwas. 

Mr. Tayler. Governor Heitf eld ran ahead of the Democratic na- 
tional ticket in the Gentile counties, did he not ? 

Mr. Martin. Most of them. 

Bfr. Tayler. And he ran behind the Democratic national ticket in 
the Mormon counties, all of them ? 
Mr. Martin. No; I think not 
Mr. Tayler. You think not? 

Mr. Martin. At least he was very close in four of them, in the Mor- 
mon counties. With the exception of two Mormon counties the 
parties voted their tickets nearer together than in any other counties. 
Mr. Gooding, the Republican candidate for {governor, and Mr. Roose- 
velt were very close together, and Mr. Heitfeld and Mr. Parker in all 
of the Mormon counties except two. 

Mr. Tayler. In the northern and Gentile counties, most of them, 
Heitfeld ran very much ahead of Parker, did he not? 
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Mr* Martin. Noticeably ahead j yes. And Mr. Roosevelt ran 
ahead of Mr. Gooding about the same number of votes. 

Mr. Taylbr. Do you sustain any professional relations with the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints ? 

Mr. Martin. No, sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. You have not been employed by them in any litiga- 
tion! 

Mr. Martin. No, sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. How many are there of them in Boise? 
Mr. Mahtin. I should judge there were 150 of them there. 
Mr. Taylbr. Do you mean voters? 
Mr. Martin. No; altogether. 

Mr. Taylbr. They have a church there, have they not? 

Mr. Martin. There might be more. There are from 75 to 100 
voters, more or less. I would not think there were over 100, and pos- 
sibly not that high. Yes; they have a church there. 

Mr. Taylbr. You were present at this Lewiston convention, you 
said? 

Mr. Martin. Yes. 

Mr. Taylbr. You went up with a large number of delegates, Mor- 
mons and others? 
Mr. Martin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. And, according to your memory, the opposition which 
these Mormon delegates had to the proposed action of the convention 
did not grow out of the proposed plank against polygamy and polyg- 
amous cohabitation, but against its reference to church interference? 

Mr. Martin. That was the expression of the Mormon delegates 
and of the Gentiles who lived in the Mormon counties. 

Mr. Taylbr. I infer from the tone of your testimony that the 
statements made that the Mormon Church has interfered in Idaho 
politics comes to you with the shock of a great surprise? 

Mr. Martin. No; you have drawn the wrong inference, Mr. 
Taylor. 

Mr. Taylbr. Well, I draw that inference from your testimony. 
It does not surprise you, then? You have heard it often, have you? 

Mr. Martin. I have. The defeated party always tries to give 
some reason for its defeat, and I have heard among other things that 
it alleged the Mormon Church had interfered here or there to defeat 
a m an. 

Mr. Taylbr. So that you have never heard of it except in such 
moments of excitement or from the lips of people who have suffered 
the consequences? 

Mr. Martin. I would not say I never had heard of it, because I 
heard Judge Balderston, a man whom I believe never ran for any 
office and who testified here before your committee, say he believed it; 
but as a rule you have stated correctly what I have heard. 

Mr. Taylbr. But in the calm discussion that occurs between cam- 
paigns, when people try to tell the truth, you never hear it talked of 
at all? 

Mr. Martin. Very little. 

Mr. Taylbr. You think there is no apprehension among the people 
of Idaho that the Mormon Church does seek to control or influence 
politics in Idaho? 
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Mir. Martin. I think if there is any apprehension at all on that 
point it is confined to a very few people. 
Mr. Taylrr. You have none whatever! 
Mr, Martin. I have none whatever. 

Mr. Taymkr. Tou were at this Lewiston convention. Did yon hear 
Senator Dubois speak there t 

Mr. Martin, rdid. I sat just behind tjie Senator a few feet when 
he made his speech* 

Mr. Tayubr. Did he not speak in the highest terms of the Mor- 
mon people as a people? 

Mr. Martin. Some of them. 

Mr. Taylbr. I said the Mormon people as a people, with especial 
distinction against the ruling members of it and those who were liv- 
ing in violation of the law. Did he not speak most highly of them f 

Mr. Martin. My memory is that Senator Dubois expressed his opin- 
ion that the church was interfering in politics and was violating its 
compact not to practice polygamy; that the church was encouraging 
it; that it must be stopped or it would involve all of their members in 
trouble and punishment; that he knew many, and practically all, of 
the t ounger Mormons were opposed to i^ and that he was their friend 
and v fighting for them really. I think that was the tone of the 
Senator's speech, if I remember correctly. 

Mr. Taylbr. Do you remember his saying something like this: 

" We are making no fight on the Mormon Church or the Mormon 
people. We are making a fight on some of the vices of the Mormon 
organization, and upon some of the claims of the high authority 
which controls that organisation? " 

Mr. Martin. I think that sounds familiar. 

Mr. Tayler. And how about this: 

" In their heart of hearts, and as I look them in the face I assert 
there is not a Mormon here who does not wish me godspeed in my 
efforts to put the leaders of the Mormon Church in Salt Lake out of 
Idaho politics* forever ? n 

Mr. Martin. I think probably the Senator said it I would not say 
that he did, but it sounds as though he might have said it 

Mr. Tayubr. That is in accoroTwith your recollection of the spirit 
of his speech, is it not? 

Mr* Martin. I think so ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayubr. And this: 

* I want to emphasize one thing so that there will be no mistake. 
This is no fight on the Mormon people. I know them. I have lived 
among them for twenty-five years y They are all riffht if they are let 
alone. If their church leaders Vf in not interfere with them in politics 
we will have that same reign of peace and good- will which we had 
for the six years after the ballot was restored to them when the church 
did not interfere in politics. And I say the Mormon hierarchy at 
Salt Lake has brought this controversy upon themselves." 

Do you recall his saying something of that sort? 

Mr. Martin. I could not say positively that he said that or that he 
did not ; but I could answer that as I have the others, that his speech 
was along that line. 

Mr. TaUM. Did he say another word in all that speech offensive, 
directly or by indirection, to the rank and file, the Vast body of the 
Mormons in Idaho f 
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Mr. Martin. I will say, Mr. Taylor, that as a whole the speocli "was 
a very dignified* able address. It contained nothing offensive to 
good taste or to the rights of anyone, as I remember it. 

Mr. Taylbb* Was Senator Dubois recognized as the leader in this 
flAt? . v 

Mr. Martin. In this anti-Mormon fight f 

Mr. Taylbb. Yea 

Mr. Martin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbb. Do you think the Mormons who felt their rights or 
their privileges, their freedom or their consciences, attacked would 
expect to find in what Senator Dubois said a representation of what 
was the purpose of that anti-Mormon organization? 

Mr. Martin. I know that the Mormon people there honestly felt 
that what the Senator said in that speech did not give the real inten- 
tion of the movement They thought that the real intention of the 
movement was to disfranchise them. 

Mr. Taylbb. Precisely. Now, Mr. Martin, as an intelligent man, 
do you apprehend that that conception sprang from the people and 
went up to the top, or originated in the top and spread down among 
the people! . 

Mr. Martin. I think it was deeply seated in the feeling of almost 
every Mormon regardless of his station in life and was tounded on 
the past 

Mr. Tayler. Do you think any intelligent man, exercising his own 
judgment, feared that he was going to be disfranchised who himself 
i was violating no law t 

Mr. Mabtin. I think they did. 

Mr. Tayler. You think the rank and file of the Mormons who had 
been living there for years, who were a part of that civilization and 
knew what the law was, were afraid that they would be dis- 
franchised? 

Mr. Mabtin. I think many of them were. 

Mr. Taylbb. Do you think that was the general opinion of them 

Mr. Mabtin. I think that was the opinion of the majority of them. 
Mr. Taylbb. Of the majority of all the 40,000 people ? 
Mr. Mabtin. I think so. They feared it 

Mr. Tayler. You know them well ? You know the Mormons well, 
do you not! 
Mr. Mabtin. I know many of them well. 
Mr. Taylbb. How many? 
Mr. Mabtin. I could not name them, Mr. Tayler. 
Mr. Taylbb. You have lived in Idaho? 

Mr. Mabtin. I have never lived in a Mormon settlement in Idaho, 
but I have been in their towns, made speeches in their towns, I have 
gone to their towns on business. I have many warm friends among 
the leading Mormons of the State and have been among them quite a 
good deal. 

Mr. Taylbb. Do you know a man named Rich, who was a delegate 
there? 

Mr. Mabtin. I know Judge Rich quite welL 

Mr. Tayler. He was a delegate there? 

Mr. Mabtin. Yes. t 

Mr. Taylbb. Do you remember an interruption he made! 



81ft bud shoot. 

Mr. Mabtin. I might if the interruption was called to my attention. 
I don't know what you mean now. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Do you remember his rising in indignation and saying 
that there were no Mormons in the convention that originally adopted 
the test oath! 

Mr. Mabtin. No ; I do not remember that 

Mr. Tatlbb. Tou do not remember any such interruption f 

Mr. Mabtin. No. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Could you undertake to name the Democratic papers 
that did not support the Democratic party in this last fight? 

Mr. Mabtin. I could only name some of them. Mr. Tayler. The 
Lewiston Tribune, a daily paper, and the leading Democratic paper in 
what is known as northern Idaho, supported the ticket ; but at the same 
time editorially condemned the Mormon issue as being uncalled for, 
unjust, and unwise. The Capital News, of Boise, perhaps the leading 
Democratic paper of the State, very bitterly assailed bringing this 
Mormon question into our politics, and while it did not repudiate the 
ticket, I think the ticket felt that it did not give them much support, 
as Mr. Jackson called his committee together, or a few members of it, 
and had a resolution passed that they did not recognize it as a Demo- 
cratic paper any longer. The Parma Herald repudiated injecting 
this Mormonism into tne fight. 

Mr. Tatlbb. That is a Democratic paper? 

Mr. Mabtin. Yes; these are all Democratic papers I am talking 
about But it did not repudiate the ticket The same course was 
adopted by the News, the Idaho City World, the paper at Mountain 
Home; the Bulletin. The Pocatello Advance bolted the ticket entirely 
oil account of this question, and 

Mr. Tatlbb. Did it bolt the ticket or bolt the party ? 

Mr. Mabtin. Put it any way you please. 

Sir. Tatlbb. It makes some difference, I suspect Is it a Repub- 
lican paper to-day? 

Mr. Mabtin. No? I understand it claims to be a Democratic paper 
to-day. The Examiner, published in Bear Lake County, took the 
same position— that is, it did not bolt the ticket, but opposed very 
bitterly this issue. The Democratic paper in Fremont County—I am 
not sure now, but I think the name is the News— did the same, and 
there were others. I believe that is all I can name. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Apart from the Lewiston or the Boise papers, those 
were most of them down in the Mormon counties? 

Mr. Mabtin. No. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Not most of them? * 

Mr. Mabtin. Most of them were not in the Mormon counties. The 
Examiner was in a Mormon county and the Fremont County News 
was in a Mormon county. 

Mr. Tatlbb. The Pocatello Advance was in a Mormon county ? 

Mr. Mabtin. I think the county in which it is published is more 
than half Gentile, so that it could hardly be said to be in a Mormon 
county. The others are all in Gentile counties. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Then there were about twenty-five papers, on the con- 
trary, supporting the ticket and the platform, were there not? 

Mr. Mabtin. I could not sajr as to the number, but I do not believe 
there are twenty-five Democratic papers in the State. 

Mr. Tatlbb. You do not! 
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Mr, Martin. I do not; no, sir— altogether, counting those that did 
not support it and those that did. 
Mr. Tatlbr. I guess there are about thirty? 
Mr. Martin. Perhaps tliere are. 

Mr. Tatlbr. This Mountain Home is in a Mormon district, is it 
not! 

Mr. Martin. No, sir. 
Mr. Tatlbr. Where is itf 

Mr. Martin. It is in Elmore County. There are perhaps twenty- 
five Mormons in it, I presume, in the whole county. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Twenty-five Mormons in the whole county? 

Mr. Mabtin. Twenty-five Mormon families— 25 Mormon votes, you 
might say. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Senator Dubois' views on the Mormon question have 
been thoroughly understood, have they not, for more than twenty 
years? 

Mr. Mabtin. No; it was understood that Senator Dubois' views 
coincided with the views of myself and others— that the Mormon 
question had ceased to be one of public concern and that polygamy 
was dead, and that the Mormon Church was trying in good faith to 
live up to what had been expected of it That was understood to be 
Senator Dubois's views- — - 

Mr. Tatlbr. Precisely; but— 

Mr. Worthington. Let him finish. 

Mr. Tatlbr. I will get along with him. 

Mr. Worthington. He has not finished his answer. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Don't get excited. 

Mr. Worthington. 1 will not stop until the committee has ruled. 
Mr. Chairman, this witness has been interrupted in the midst of an 
answer, and I insist he should be allowed to finish it 

Mr. Tatlbr. If you will not get excited, the witness and I will get 
•long. 

Mr. Worthington. I have a right to get excited when you are try- 
ing to shut off the witness and put him in a false position before the 
committee. 

Mr. Tatlbr. I am not trying to shut him off. I want him to say 
all he has to say about it. 

Mr. Worthington. I ask that the witness be allowed to finish his 
answer. 

The Chairman. The reporter will repeat the question and answer. 
The reporter read as follows : 

" Senator Dubois's views on the Mormon question have been thor- 
oughly understood, have they not, for more than twenty years? 

"Mr. Martin. No; it was understood that Senator Dubois's views 
coincided with the views of myself and others, that the Mormon 
question had ceased to be one of public concern, and that polygamy 
was dead, and the Mormon Church was trying in good faith to live 
up u> what had been expected of it That was understood to be 
Senator Dubois's views n 

Mr. Tatlbr. At that time I interjected. I suspect my question has 
been answered quite fully and literally. 

The Chairman. Had you finished your answer? 

Mr. Mabtin. I had not 
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Mr. Tatlrr. It does nc4 inake any difference whether fie hud or 
not The witneeB Is not the Judge, always. 

The Chairman. There is no trouble about it. You hare heard 
the auestion, witness. Have you any further answer to that ques- 
tion! 

Mr, Martin. Yes, if I could have the opportunity, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Worthington. II the Chairman pleases, I would like to have 
the question read. I am making the point as a matter of principle. 

The Chairman. The Chair understands the witness has answered 
the question. 

Mr. Tatlrr. Of course the witness might make a speech here for 
two hours, but my question was answered. It called for a categorical 
answer, and I do not want to be driven awav from the point I want 
I want the witness to answer as fully and frankly as he desires. 

Mr. Martin. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that I had not completed 
my answer when I was interrupted. 

Mr. Tatlrr. I will ask the reporter to read the question. 

The reporter read as follows : 

**Mr. Tatlrr. Senator Dubois's views on the Mormon question 
have been thoroughly understood, have they not, for more than 
twenty years!" 

Mr. Tatlrr. Now, Mr % Chairman, that is my question. I do not 
care to have time taken up by a speech on the subject 

Mr. WoBTHiNaroH. I submit that, having answered categorically, 
he has a right to explain. 

The Chairman. One moment Do you understand the question 
now. Mr. Martin! 

Mr. Martin. I thought I understood it all the time, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Bead the question attain. 

Mr. Marten. But I had only partly answered it when I was 
stopped. 

The Chairman. Bead the question again. 
The reporter again read the question. 
The Chairman. Now you can answer that question. 
Mr. Martin. All right 

Mr. Tatlrr. Please answer yes or no, if you can. If you can not, 
I will ask yon another question. 
Mr. Martin. They were not understood to be the same at all times. 
Mr. Tatlrr. That you think answers my question, do yout 
Mr. Martin. I think so. 

Mr. Tatlrr. So you do not think that people have understood 
what Senator Dubois's views were, even though he changed them 
overnight! 

Mr. Martin. It is my opinion that the people have thought they 
understood what Senator Dubois's position was, but it has not been 
the same at all times. 

Mr. Tatlrr. Yours has been consistent throughout! 

Mr. Martin. I never had anything to do with the Mormon ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Tatlrr. That is all. 

The Chairman. I want to ask you one or two questions. I under- 
stand you have been connected at different times with the Democratic 
State central committee. 

Mr. Martin. Yes. 
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The Chairman. In what capacity? Just state the position yon 
have occupied 

Mr. Martin. I have been a member of it, and secretary of it 
The Chairman* In what campaigns? 

Mr. Martin. In 1894 and 1896. I was secretary of it from 1898 
to 1900. and I was on the State ticket in 1900. 

The Chairman. Were you present at any time at the consultations 
or meetings of the committee? I suppose you were; you were the 
secretary of the committee. 

Mr. Martin. Yes: I was not secretary all of the time, Senator. 

The Chairman . When you were secretary ? 

Mr. Martin. Yes; and at other times I was present at their con- 
sultations and meetings. 

The Chairman. Frequently? 

Mr. Martin. Yes j during all these years. 

The Chairman. I inquire as a matter of information whether at 
these meetings there was any solicitude as to how the Mormon people 
would vote? 

Mr. Martin. No; I could not say there was. It was spoken of 
at different times, whether or not there would be any church influ- 
ence, or was any, and how they would vote, the same as the question 
of a miners' union would vote, and other people. 

The Chairman. Of course. So that it was a matter of discussion 
in your committee — the State central committee? 

Mr. Martin. Yes; it was talked of. 

The Chairman. As to how the Mormon people would vote? 

Mr. Martin. Yes: how all the people would vote. 

The Chairman. Yes; I understand. But I am asking about this 
now. 

Mr. Martin. Well, not particularly; no, Senator. That was not 
a particular matter of solicitude at any of these meetings, any more 
than the general results of the State or vote of the State. 

The Chairman. It was discussed, I suppose? 

Mr. Martin. Yes; it was mentioned. 

The Chairman. And there was some discussion as to how the 
church would act in those matters? 

Mr* Martin. Oh, some member would suggest, " Would the church . 
interfere?" or u Was there any danger that it might interfere?" 

The Chairman. So that that matter was before the committee and 
was discussed ? 

Mr. Martin. Very little, I might say, however, Senator. 

The Chairman. I understand. That is all. 

Mr. Worthinoton. One question I neglected to ask you. Have 
you held any official position in the State? 

Mr. Martin. I was attorney-general of the State during 1901 and 
1902. 

Mr. Worthington. I wish, Mr. Stenographer, you would read the 
question which the witness was answering wnen he was interrupted a 
little while ago, and you may say anything further, Mr. Martin, you 
wish to say in answer to the question. Bead the question and the 
answer as far as it has gone. 

The Chairman. Do you think that is necessary now, Mr. Worthing- 
ton? 

Mr* Worthington. I do think so. He was asked to state the stand- 
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ing of Senator Dubois, who was recognized as the Democratic leader. 
I think anything he may have to say on that subject would be as im- 
portant as a direct answer to the question. 

The Chairman. The committee understands he answered the ques- 
tion fully, but I was not noticing at the time. 

Mr. Worthington. He said three times, Mr. Chairman, that he 
had not fully answered the question. 

The Chairman. Then the question was repeated, and he answered 

it 

Mr. Worthington. Well, I would like to have the question read 
now, as well as the answer as far as it went Then I wish to ask the 
witness whether he has anything further to say on that subject to 
explain his position. 

Senator McComas. I suggest that he remembers the question and 
remembers the answer, audit would save time to let him go on and 
say anything further he has to say. 

Mr. Martin. All I would have to say would be this: In the early 
days when Senator Dubois was a Republican he was the leader of the 
anti-Mormon fight there that resulted in their being disfranchised. 
His views were well known to the people of Idaho then. After the 
manifesto Senator Dubois advocated repealing our test oath, putting 
our Mormon people in the same condition that other people were in 
in regard to the elective franchise, and publicly expressed himself as 
believing that the Mormon question was settled; that they had 
stopped interfering in politics, if they ever did ; that they had stopped 
taking new wives and were living up to their agreement That was 
understood to be his opinion up until^ I should say, in the fall of 
1908, when he seemed to change his opinion and believed the church 
was not living up to its agreement, was interfering in politics, and 
practicing polygamy, and we did not change our opinion with him. 
A good many of us in the State— I believe a majority of the people — 
believed he was right, that they had quit interfering with politics 
and they had quit taking new wives, and the only polygamy was prac- 
ticed by the old ones who had taken wives before the manifesto. We 
believed that that was the condition then, and we believe it is still the 
condition. The fact is that the Senator changed his mind, and he has 
not stated anything to change the mind of the people of the State. 

The Chairman. I would ask, in view of your last statement 
whether it is true that before the manifesto polygamy was practiced 
in Idaho, and whether church interference existed? 

Mr. Martin. Church interference f 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Martin. I could not say as to the latter, Senator, but I think, 
from my common knowledge, that polygamy was practiced and advo- 
cated prior to the manifesto. 

The Chairman. Yes; it was advocated and practiced in Idaho? 

Mr. Martin. T understand so. 

The Chairman. Now, what was the general understanding as to 
church interference before that time in political matters ? 

Mr. Martin. Welh it was a mooted question. Some said they did 
interfere and some said they did not 

The Chairman. What was the consensus of opinion upon that 
question f 
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Mr. Martin. I think at that time a majority of the people of that 
State believed that they did. I wish to say one word in explanation, 
if you will permit me. 

The Chairman. Certainly; you have that right 

Mr. Martin. Mr. Tayler asked me if I had been employed by the 
Mormon Church in any business capacity, or something of the kind. 
There is a matter I would not want misconstrued. My name appears 
upon the court record as an attorney in a case for the Mormon 
Church. It is in a case in Boise; but I was not employed by the 
Mormon Church or any official, but by the Christian Church of 
Boise. They were selling their property to the Mormon people, and 
I was their attorney. It became necessary to acquire title, and in 
bringing the suit to acquire the title I appear in the capacity of 
attorney for the Mormon Church, but I was not in their employment 
I was in the employment of the Christian Church of Boise, wnich I 
attend, although I am not a member of it. 

The Chairman. Now, Mr. Tayler, you may proceed. 

Mr. Tayler. You say Senator Dubois seems to have changed his 
view. The charge is made, is it not, and, as you understand it, pretty 
thoroughly proved that the high officials of the church are practicing 
polygamy----that is, polygamous cohabitation? 

Mr. Martin. Cohabiting with their plural wives? 

Mr. Tayler. And having children by them. You know that, do 
you not? 

Mr. Martin. I know it by the fact that it has developed in the 
testimony here. # 

Mr. Tayler. Of course that is the only way any of us know it 

Mr. Martin. Just a moment And it was rumored in our State 
that Mr. Budge had children by his polygamous wife, which I knew 
before this investigation opened. 

Mr. Tayler. Just a rumor in the State. Does it rise to the dignity 
of a popular conviction ? 

Mr. Martin. I do not think it had been advertised enough for it 
to have been so known. 

Mr. Tayler. You know that these same high officials of the church, 
who have Jbeen having children by their plural wives, solemnly prom- 
ised that they would not have children by their plural wives, do you 
not? 

Mr. Martin. I heard of it 

Mr. Tayler. And has it not been stated that they also testified in 
the litigation that was connected with the church property that they 
were not to cohabit with these plural wives, and that they also violated 
that; that the head of the church said that the purpose of the mani- 
festo was to secure a compliance with the law of the land? 

Mr* Martin. I understand that is true. 

Mr. Tayler. And that they are violating that, and the rule of the 
church? You understand all that, do vou not? 

Mr. Martin. I understand that to be true. I have read it in the 
testimony. 

Mr. Tayler. And that the state of mind prevailing among Gentiles 
out there— ramong many Gentiles, not yourself— respecting the atti- 
tude and fairness of the leaders' of the Mormon Church has changed, 
on account of these developed facts, within the last five or six years? 
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Mr. Martin. No; I believe 80 per cent of the Gentile people of 
Idaho believe, as I do, that the Mormons in Idaho— now, leave out 
Utah: I don't know anything about that—are not contracting new 
plural marriages, and that the only polygamy there is practiced by the 
olgl ones who were married before the manifesto, and they only num- 
ber a few as compared with the population. 

Mr. Tayleb. And that they care nothing about! 

Mr. Martin. Well, they have passed it over as, apparently, the 
best way to get rid of it— let them die off. 

Mr. Tayleb. That is all 

Mr. Martin. I wish to say this, however, Mr. Tayler, that the 
people of the State of Idaho— the Gentile people — are as much 
opposed to polygamy as any people in the Union, and are not^only 
willing, but able, to take care of it themselves. 

Mr. Tayleb,. They are? 

Mr. Martin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Mr. Budge still goes unpunished? 

Mr. Martin. Yes, sir; Mr. Budge still goes unpunished. 

Mt.Tatleb. And. as he says, 40 more? 

Mr. Martin. Perhaps. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Budge says himself that there are 40 living in 



Mr. Tayleb. And the people of Idaho, according to your statement, 
are taking care of those cases! 
Mr. Martin. They are taking care of the fact — - 
Mr. Tatlbb. They are taking care not to prosecute them. 
Mr. Martin. Of the fact that polygamy will not increase. I wish 
to say for myself that I would punish } if I, was doing it, those old 
cases. I believe they ought to be punished; but a majority of our 
people seem to think that the best way* as far as concerns those old 
fellows who contracted these relations before the manifesto, as long 
as they stop it and do not take any new wives, or as long as no new 
wives are taken, is to let it go, to let it gradually die out, to let the 
old ones die. 

Mr. Tayleb. That is, it was wrong to issue the counterfeit money, 
but as long as it is out they can proceed to pass and utter it ? 

Mr. Martin. It is an anomalous condition, and the question in the 
minds of a great many is whether it would benefit the State to 
take those old men and put them in the penitentiary. 

Mr. Tayler. Old men? Do you not know there are many polyg- 
amists in Idaho under 50 years of age? 

Mr. Martin. I do not know that to be true. 

Mr. Tayleb. What do you know about their being very old ? 

Mr. Martin. Most of them that I have had pointed out to me as 



Mr. Tayler. How many have you had pointed out to you! 
Mr. Mabtin. Probably 10 or 15. 
Mr. Tayleb. That is all. 
The Chaibman. Who is your next witness! 
Mr. Wobthington. Mr. Brady* 




Perhaps. 
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TlSnHOHT Of JAKES H. BRADY. 

James H. Brady, being duly sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows: 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your name, Mr. Brady! 

Mr. JBrady. James H. Brady.- 

Mr. Van Coot. What is your age? 

Mr. Brady. Forty-two. 

Mr. Van Cott, Where were you born? 

Mr. Brady. In Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long did you live in Pennsylvania! 

Mr. Brady. I lived there until T was about 7 years of age. 

Mr. Van Cott. Then where did you live? 

Mr. Brady. I moved from there to Kansas, down by Kansas City. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long did you live there? 

Mr. Brady. Until 1892. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you then become interested in Idaho? 

Mr. Brady. Yes, sir; I was interested before that I became inter- 
ested in Idaho about 1890. 

Mr. Van Cott. In a business way? 

Mr. Brady. In a business way; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Then you went to Idaho in 1892? 

Mr. Brady. No; I went to Chicago in 1892, but spent about half 
my time in Idaho. 

Mr. Van Cott. With your business? 

Mr. Brady. With my business; yes, sir. Operating a canal, etc. 
Mr. Van Cott. Did you finally move to Idaho? 
Mr. Brady. Yes, sir ; about four years ago. 
Mr. Van Cott. And you now live there f 
Mr. Brady. Yes, sir. v 

Mr. Van Cott. Just indicate in a general way what is your busi- 



Mr. Brady. I operate some irrigation canals and own a power 
plant at American Falls. 
Mr. Van Cott. Electric ? 

Mr. Brady. Electric— water power, that furnishes power to Poca- 
tello, American Falls, Rose Fork, and Blackfoot. 
Mr. Van Cott. Where do you live now in Idaho? 
Mr* Brady. At Pocatello, Idaho. 
Mr. Van Cott. That is in Bannock County? 
Mr. Brady. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And that has been called one of the Mormon 
counties? 
Mr. Brady. It has. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you taken any interest in politics since you 
have been in Idaho? 
Mr. Brady. Some; yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you belong to the Mormon Church? 
Mr. Brady. I do not 
Mr. Van Cott. Have you ever! 
Mr. Brady. I never have. 
Mr. Van Cott. Do you belong to any church? 
Mir. Brady. I am not a member of any church. I was raised as & 
Presbyterian. We have no Presbyterian Church at Pocatello, and 
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my wife Is a member of the Congregational Church, and I attend 
that church. 

Mr. Vak Cott. When did yon first take an interest in politics in 
Idaho? 

Mr. Bradt. Well, I have been taking more or less interest for the 
last eight years, but no active part in it 

Mr. vak Cott. Have you held any office in Idaho! 

Mr. Bradt. No office, except at the present time chairman of the 
Bepublican State central committee. 

Mr. Yak Cott. When did yon become chairman! 

Mr. Bradt. At the last convention, held at Moscow, in August 

Mr. Yah Cott. Was that in 19041 

Mr. Bradt. 1904. 

Mr. Yah Cott. Who had the active charge of the political cam- 
paign in Idaho for the Republicans in 1904? 
Mr. Bradt. I did 

Mr. Yah Cott. Have yon visited in what are called the Mormon 
counties? 

Mr. Bradt* I did; yes, sir. 

Mr. Yak Cott. And in the Gentile counties? 

Mr. Bradt. Almost all of them: act all of them. The railroad 
facilities are such that it is impossible to visit all of the counties. 

Mr. Yak Cott* First calling ettention to Bannock County, that you 
have stated is one of the Mormon counties, what is your opinion as to 
which has the majority in that county, Mormons or Gentiles? 

Mr. Bradt. Gentiles. 

Mr. Vak Cott. But it is called a Mormon county? 
. Mr. Bradt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Yak Cott. What is your opinion as to the number of Mor- 
mons in the Gentile counties? 

Mr. Bradt. Between 600—1 am talking about voters now; vou 
would have to make calculations from that-— between 600 and 650 in 
the Gentile counties. 

Mr. Yak Cott. How many Gentile voters are there in what are 
called the Mormon counties? 

Mr. Bradt. I should judge there are 40 per cent of Gentile voters— 
somewhere near that 

Mr. Yak Cott. Will you please give us the number of Gentile 
voters, in your opinion, instead of giving it in the percentage? 

Mr. Bradt. The Gentile voters ? 

Mr. Yak Cott. Yes; in the Mormon counties. 

Mr. Bradt. I would put it between 5,500 and 6,000. Let me under- 
stand that question again. 

The question was read by the reporter, as follows : 

u Mr. Yak Cott. Will you please give us the number of Gentile 
voters, in your opinion, instead of giving it in the percentage? 

* Mr. Bradt. The Gentile voters! 

u Mr. Vak Cott. Yes; in the Mormon counties. 

" Mr. Bradt. I would put it between 5j$00 and 6,000." 

Mr. Vak Cott. Are you satisfied with the answer? 

Mr. Bradt. No; I am not satisfied with the answer. I want to be 
satisfied in my mind. I never had figured it in that form before. I 
figured all those matters by percentages. I should say between eight 
and ten thousand in the six Mormon counties. 
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Mr. Yah Cott. In these voters, are there included men arid women f , 
Mr. Brady. Yes. The women vote in Idaho. 
Mr. Van Cott. How many voters are there in the State of Idaho! 
Mr. Bradt. We cast about 72,000 votes this year. 
Mr. Van Cott. How many of those, in your opinion, are Mormon 
voters? 

Mr. Bradt. Between 18,000 and 14,000. 

Mr. Van Cott. You are familiar with what has been called the 
Lewiston convention ? 
Mr. Bradt. In a general way. I did not attend the convention. 
Mr. Van Cott. And the Democratic platform? 
Mr. Bradt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Commencing after the adoption of the Lewiston 
platform, or the Democratic platform at the Lewiston convention, 
will you run along in chronological order and give a general account 
of the campaign as it was actually waged, giving special attention to 
what was the position of the Democratic party and its speakers in 
that campaign ? 

Mr. Bradt. I am to understand you as meaning the general manner 
in which we conducted the campaign ? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bradt. And the opposition in the State that we presumed we 
had from the Democratic party ? 

Mr, Van Cott. Yes; so as to give a clear idea to gentlemen who 
are not familiar with the Idaho situation of how Democrats were con- 
verted to Republicanism — how the campaign was waged. 

Mr. Bradt. The main reason why Idaho went Republican, I wil) 
say in a general way before commencing a detailed explanation, is the 
fact that the people of Idaho believe in the Republican principles— ♦ 
that is, the principle of protection, and matters of that kind, and 
were very thoroughly in accord with the National Administration. 

Going into detail as to how I conducted the campaign, I will say 
that we held our convention at Moscow a short time Before the Lewis- 
ton convention Was held ; in fact, only about three days before, and 
after we adjourned 1 and went home some of our members went down 
and attended the Lewiston convention. We, of course, were very 
much interested in the course that would be pursued by those men, 
and I had parties there for the purpose of finding out what the policy 
* of the Democratic party was going to be, so that 1 would know how to 
meet the issues that they would raise. 

They had a very heated discussion, as I am advised, and as has 
been testified to here by men who were present and know, and, of 
course, it is unnecessary for me to go over that part of it; but they 
finally adopted the platform on 'which they made their campaign. 
At that time I did not know whether they were going to single out 
this antipolygamy plank or whether they were going to make a para- 
mount issue of the sheep question or the timber question or the State 
depositary law, and it took me several days to get my bearings. But 
we soon discovered that their main issue in the campaign was going 
to be the antipolygamy plank in the platform. In fact, I became 
thoroughly convinced of that when Senator Dubois, who was the 
acknowledged leader of the party in Idaho, went to Salt Lake and 
made a speech at the opening of the campaign of the American part/. 
He came up from there directly to Idaho, and the next night made * 
8. Boo. 48$ 59-1, vol 2 40 
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speech in Boise, opening the campaign in Idaho. We considered him 
the most prominent man in the party in that State at the time, and 
from the speeches that he made, comes of which I had read, and at 
Boise had taken down in shorthand for the purpose of using them 
and knowing what he was going to say, and by attending the meeting 
in person myself and hearing Senator Dubois's speech, 1 was satisfied 
that the issues were settled—- that we were going to be Republicanism 
on ope sid. and the antipolygmny plank, Really, toS afcti-Mor- 
monism on the other. 

I then, of course, as anyone would do in my position, started out to 
find out the best manner to get rotes. That is what I was there for. 
I instructed my men to simply stick to party Hnes; to ask the people 
to vote the Republican ticket for the reason that the Republican 
party was the party of progress and protection, and that these things 
were what they wanted in our State. How well we succeeded in con- 
vincing them that my position was correct I leave the returns to say. 

The further we got into the campaign the more I discovered that 
this was developing into what we called in that country a straight 
anti-Mormon fight. It was not an antipolygamy fight It was 
simply an anti-Mormon fightr— arraying one class of people against 
another. Of course I was not in Idaho at the time of this early con- 
test and controversy, and was in a position to look on these matters 
with probably more coolness than some of the men. Who had gone 
through it; but there certainly was during this campaign no reason 
existing, that had not existed since 1894, why this' issue should be 
brought up at this time. The people generally were satisfied with 
conditions. The Mormon counties nave, in all thepast years since 
1896, drifted with the other counties in politics. We have had two 
or three isms out there. They went off on greenbackism, and the; 
went off on free silverism, arid ITgpwHttany conservative people in 
the State thought they were going on another kind of an ism, 
whether it was anti-Mormonism or not. and that we had had about 
enough of it The business men and the sale and sane people took 
hold of the matter and made an aggressive campaign, and made it on 
strictly party lines and partv issues on the side of the Republican 
party, and absolutely and wholly on the anti-Mormon issue on the 
aide of the Democratic party. • . 

In bringing these matters before the people, we asked them the 

fiestion whether or not Senator Dubois was justified in bringing on 
is question at this time; and the people, regardless of whether they 
lived in the Gentile counties or the Mormon counties, gave their 
answer in a very decisive manner. The counties outside of the Mor- 
mon counties settled this question absolutely in our State this year; 
and the Mormon counties, while they went with a larger percentage, 
I Will say, for the ticket than some of the other counties, yet they 
were absolutely driven to it Everything, in nry judgment, that could 
be done was done by the Democratic leaders to throw away the Mormon 
vote and make it come to us. I, as chairman of the committee, was 
perfectly willing to take all the votes that were to be had. I went 
after them and bud everything I could do to inflame the Mormonpeople 
against Mr. Dubois's methods; and I am frank to say that I did not 
succeed as well as I anticipated I would in the southeastern counties. 
The Dubois ticket polled almost 6,000 votes in those six eastern coun- 
ties, and the Mormons oertainly demonstrated their loyalty to their 



USD SHOOT. 087 

State tad national ticket by voting for Heitfeld and Parker almost 
together. If you will take the vote in the six southeastern counties 
on President, you will find that in the six counties Mr. Parker polled 
only 178 votes behind Mr. Heitfeld, which is very close together in 
that respect 

I think that in a general way covers what I was to answer as 
to the manner in which we conducted the fight and the lines on which 
we thought we had to fight 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, Mr. Brady, a little more in detail as to how 
you took advantage of the manner in which the Democratic leaders 
conducted their fight in bringing that to the attention of the Mormon 
people and of the Gentile voters: for instance, whether you circulated 
any letters or things of that kind. 

Mr. Bbady. Yes, sir; I did that in every instance I could. 

Mr. Van Cott. Tell us about it 

Mr. Bbady* In the first place, I want to say that the testimony of 
my Democratic friends here to-day is quite interesting to me. I did 
not know exactly about this feeling before the campaign or I might 
have used it to advantage. We supposed they were just simply sulk- 
ing in their tents. Outside of Senator Dubois and ex-Senator Heit- 
feld, there was no prominent known Democratic leader went out and 
took an active, open interest in the campaign. We discovered that 
it was not the intention of Senator Dubois and his friends to support 
Mr. Parker ; that it was their intention to give the people to under* 
stand that they were going to vote for Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Heit- 
feld. Senator Dubois, in some very able speeches which he made and 
which I had taken down in shorthand and read over personally, never, 
except on one occasion, and that casually, referred to the national 
ticket. We discovered that their theory was 1 to vote for Heitfeld 
and for Roosevelt Heitfeld and Roosevelt was the cry, and they 
carried it out on that line. 

Now, after what has happened you might not think that among 
these people down east or southeast there was a friendly feeling 
mating in favor of Senator Dubois; but the hardest task, or one or 
the hardest tasks, I had in the campaign was to make the Democratic 
Mormons believe that Fred, as they called the Senator familiarly, 
would say the things about them or permit a man to stand on the 
platform and say the things about mem that he did say and that 
those other people said. I have had Democratic Mormons tell me 

Slainly that they did not believe it Thev thought it was a Repub* 
can trick, and that they did not believe that Senator Dubois would 
say those things about them; that they had had their troubles back 
years ago; that they had settled it all up; that he had cot the fran- 
chise back for them — at least, they gave him that credit — and that 
they did not believe he had done as I said he did. 
Mr. Van Cott. How did you convince themf 
Mr* Brady. By taking documents to them; by having his speeches 
printed and having Stalker's speeches printed and circulating them 
among the people. He wrote a letter— I think it is here — in which 
he closes by saying he believes all Mormons to be criminals, Or words 
to that effect I had 10,000 copies of that letter printed and circu- 
lated it among the Mormon people. 
Senator Dubois. Is that the one you had printed! 
Mr. Brady. Yes. 
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Senator Dubois, Inasmuch as we have had the original letter read, 
I would like to have that read, to see how it compares with the 
original. 

Mr, Brady. I haven't got it, but if you say this is not a true copy 
I will admit it 

/Mr. Worthington. Is this the paper you circulated [indicating] f 

Mr. Brady. Yes ; this is the paper I circulated, ; 

Mr. Van Cott. Is this a lithographic copy ? 

Mr. Brady. No; it is a photographic copy. • 

Senator Dubois. I did not know it had been circulated until Gov- 
ernor McConnell testified to it. 

Mr. Worthington. Let us have the whole letter go in. That is 
the best way. . ' ■ 

The Actino Chairman (Senator McComas). The letter will go in. 

Mr. Taylbb. I think the letter is already in. 

The Acting Chairman. This copy will go in as circulated. 

Mr. Taylbr. The same letter went in yesterday, v 

Mr. Brady. That is a photographic copy. We had a photograph 
made and a plate made from that and printed from it 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Brady, the writing below Senator Dubois's 
signature was not a part of it ? : 

Trfr. Brady. No: that was from the people that printed it, saying 
that that was the best they could do from the copy. That was what 
I meant to scratch off. Iliad another copy with me, but I misplaced 
it somewhere on the train. That is the copy that they sent to me 
from the lithographers, and their note is down there saying this is 
the best they can do from the original that they have. 

Mr. Van Cott. You arrived at the point where you stated that you 
had 10,000 of these circulated. Where? 

Mr. Brady. Through the Mormon counties. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you have trouble in making the Democratic 
Mormons believe that this photographic copy was genuine! 

Mr. Brady. I did, in some cases. Yes, sir; they questioned that, 
but as a general thing I had it presented to them by people in whom 
they had confidence, and I finally got it accepted as a fact. I took 
the position that that was not an attack on the Mormon Church, but 
an attack on the whole Mormon people. It says " criminals, as I 
regard the Mormon people to be." 

Mr. Van Cott. Is this letter that you refer to the same one that is 
dated October 3, 1904, and headed "Spokane, Wash.," and that 
went in with Mr. McConnell's testimony? 

Mr. Brady. I could not say as to that, for I was not here; but this 
is a copy of the original letter that Mr. Dubois wrote to Senator 
McConnell. 

Mr. Worthington. We want that to go in so that it may appear 
what was circulated. 

The Acting Chairman. It may go in. It is very short 
! The letter referred to is as follows: 

U ;■ , "ThbSfokanb, 
V « Spokane, Wash., October 3> 1904- 

u Hon. W; J. McConnbllJ Moscow, Idaho. 

"My Dear Governor; I have yours of September 28, asking me to 
meet you in joint debate at Moscdw~on October 12. As you are not a 
candidate for any high office and do not hold any official position, and 
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are not now in a position of responsibility, I can not give up my time, 
which is valuable, for discussion with you. 

"I sincerely hope you will take part in the campaign and answer 
my written arguments or my spoken arguments. The Review pub- 
lished a long article from me about two weeks ago to which I invite 
your attention. I do not intend any discourtesy to you in refusing 
to debate with you, but I hardly think I would be justified in debat- 
ing with anyone unless they are candidates for or now occupy posi- 
tions which call upon them either to make or to enforce laws against 
criminals, as I regard the Mormon people to be. 

w Sincerely, yours, Fred T. Dubois." 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you circulate any other thing in the Mormon 

counties? 

Mr. Brady. I circulated copies of speeches of Senator Dubois and 
of Stalker and some of the addresses by Mrs. White. 

Mr. Van Cott, For instance, take Senator Dubois. Have you 
anything * before you, any brief extract, that you circulated among 
the Mormons, to call their particular attention to it? 

Mr. Brady. I marked the position that he took in the Lewiston 
convention about the people being honest and straightforward. I 
have got it here. 

Mr. Vak Cott. Well, that is one part. 

Mr. Brady. Then I marked other parts through. I would score 
them where I wanted them to see them and call their attention spe- 
cially to it 

Mr. Van Cott. Is there anything about Stalker— anything that, he 
said that you circulated? 

Mr. Brady. Mr. Stalker made a very strong speech against the 
Mormons— the Mormon people as a whole. 

Mr. Van Cott, The substance? 

Mr. Brady. The substance, in general, and especially he charged 
in his speeches that the children down in the southeastern counties 
had been tied to a whipping post and whipped into insensibility. I 
knew that anybody that lived in the southeastern counties knew that 
that was absolutely false, and I circulated his speech and called 
special attention to that part of it. That inflamed the Gentiles as 
well as the Mormons, for the reason that the Gentiles thought it was 
a reflection on them to think that they would permit anything of that 
kind to exist. 

Mr. Van Cott. How extensively did you circulate that? 
Mr. Brady. I had 10,000 copies of that circulated. The articles 
referred to are as follows : 

SPEECH MADE BY HON. FRED T. DUBOIS AT BOISE, IDAHO, SEPTEMBER 15, 

1904. 

** Ladies and gentlemen : I am always pi easted to address an audi- 
ence in Boise, and I think that at least once in two years, for eighteen 
years, I have discussed with you and with the people or the State of 
Idaho public questions, and X do not recall a time when I have ever 
advised the people to do anything which I myself, at least, did not 
believe it to m for their best advantage. I have stood in the clear 
light of public life for twenty-two years in this Territory and State; 
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you know every public act of mine, And looking back over the past 
witfe ma^ou older men, and yon elder women, I think you will not 
recall one instance where I have advised you to do anything which 
waa not for your advantage, at least in my judgment 

" Now, l wish tcrread to you a portion of the Democratic platform 
adopted at Lewiston — the one over which there is some oontroveray 

I reading] : ' We demand the extermination of polygamy and un- 
Kwful cohabitation within the State of Idaho, ana complete separa- 
tion of church and state in political affairs.' If there is anyone here 
that does not indorse that Twill be very glad for them to raise their 
hand. What is there in that declaration that any law-abiding citi- 
gen, anyone worthv of the name of American citjfen, can object tot 
That is all there is of ii Is there an attack on any church there! 
If so, that church ought to be attacked. If any church will not sub- 
scribe to that it ought to be attacked* I wish you could have been 
with me last night in Salt Laics City, where a tremendous audience 
was assembled, composed of the very best manhood and womanhood 
of that State. There they were, surrounded by this tremendous power 
' the Mormon Church, meeting to insist that this church should not 




dominate the political affairs "if that State. I said to them last 
night: * I bow to you ; I take off my hat to yon for your splendid 
courage. You are surrounded by this mighty power, you are in a 
hopeless minority, yet you come here i& the open to protest and 
denounce what no American citisen would submit to.' I said to them 
kat night, also, that in Idaho we were more fortunately situated, 
that here we had four Gentile votes to one Mormon vote, and what a 
shame it would be to us if with that power we turned this State over 
to the Mormon hierarchy. O men, O women, of Idaho, you are 
not going to do it, you are not going jfco be misled by someone who 
says: 'This is politics. Simply a play of politics/ Well, if it is 
politics, I will take our side of the political proposition, anybody else 
can take the Mormon side. If tney will reduce it to a political 
Reposition, and not get on the high ground of American citizenship, 
t will take the politics I am advocating as against the politics the 
Mormon hierarchy is advocating. 
41 Now, this present controversy is not of our making; we have not 



forced ^s fight; this fight has been forced on us. It might be inter- 
eating for some who have come into the State in recent years to re- 
view nistory a little. When the Edmunds law was passed in 1882 
lygamy was openly and flagrantly taught and practiced all 
rhout southeastern Idaho; the domination of the Mormon 
n in political affairs was final and open. An illustration came 
in that southeastern section which caused the formation of the anti- 
Mormon party that led finally to the manifesto of the Mormon 
Church. What are now Bannock, Bingham, and Fremont counties 
was then Oneida County, which extended from the Utah line to 
Montana and comprised at that time one-sixth of the population of 
Idaho* I went down there to attend a Democratic convention — so 
called. The Mormons of those days; were * alT Democrats, and there 
waa not a single Republican Mormon in Idaho Territory; every one 
was a Democrat. I went on to look at this Democratic convention, 
and a Mr. Bis* who was a Mormon bishop of that county and had 
bean in that oouWy bJtt^ about thro 

fi fae ^ There ware 88 Mormon de legates and 7 Gentile delegates in 
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the convention. Rix did not eVen know the names of his neighbors. 
He had a list of officers in his pocket which he had gotten from the 
anthoritieB in Salt Lake. He pulled them out of his pocket and read 
of ^ II wiU nominate so and so for sheriff.' He would get 85 vote* 
ana the opposing nominee would get 7. * I will nominate so and so 
for assessor.' He would get 80 Votes and the other nominee would 
get 7, and so on down the entire line. 

" Tte seven organized with 

as, passed the test oath/ disfranchised the Mormons, and freed the 
Territory of Idaho from them. That fight was intense and bitter. 
I hoped I never would be engaged in one like it again. It continued 
with stubbornness for ten years. We had a constitutional convention 
in Idaho, where we adopted our present magnificent constitution 
and we put in our constitution our test oath. Which provides that no 
one, who belongs to an organisation that teaches or practices polyg- 
amy or Which puts the ecclesiastical above the civil law shall hola 
office. That was our fight in early days. There were but few votes 
against that provision^ and when it was ratified by the people at the 
polls there were no votes to speak of against the provision. 

11 The day that I was honored by being sent to Washington as Dele- 
gate in Congress, and upon reelection I took my constitution to 
Was hing ton with me. There was a bitter fight over the test oath in 
our constitution and in that contest the Supreme Court of the United 
States declared that our conf ^ %h was right and that if the people 
here believed it was necessary ^a^lisfranchise those men and women 
for violation of the laws of W^tate, it was our duty to dp so. A 
great many came to me and wanted that portion of our constitution 
.eliminated. I said to them then, and I have not changed my opinion 
one bit in these twenty-two years— I said to them : 4 You can keep us 
out of the Union as long as you see fit. It is a privilege of Congress 
to admit Territories when they wish. You do not have to admit us. 
We can not compel you to give us statehood, but you can hot bring 
us into the Union of States for a consideration our people do not make 
and which they do not ratify. We will go into the Union of States 
with that test oath in our constitution, or we will stay out of the 
Union of States/ We were admitted with it. The fight continued 
in Utah and here until finally the first president of the Mormon 
Church issued their manifesto to the world, in which they pledged 
themselves that they would give up polygamy and church dictation 
in political affairs. They signed tneir names to it. It was ratified 
twice m their joint conferences with 10,000 Mormons assembled. 
These 10,000 Mormons twice in general conference sustained their 
manifesto by uplifting hands. This was at the end of this bitter 
fight of ten years. No one can understand the sigh of relief of each 
of us who had been engaged in that fight when the manifesto was 
published. The fight was over. It was ended, and we were all to be 
American citizens. We were all to be united in building up this 
magnificent country* of ours. We took the Mormons by the hand 
ancf said to them: * Come; it is over, and now we will all live within 
the laws.' 

* 1 Was the first one to send word in a written communication from 
Washington to the Kepublican State committee and to the Repub- 
lication papers: 4 We must restore franchise to the Mormons. The 
fight is over- They will live within the law, as president and people 
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have stated so. Now let us be brothers together, repeal the law, 
restore the franchise to them, and put all on an equality.' , I was 
criticised more severely for that than I am now— than for making 
the. contention that 1 am now making. I was right for insisting that 
their franchise be restored to them ? and afterwards, as a Senator of 
the United States, when the admission of Utah was being considered, 
and I was Bepublican Senator, the old Eastern Senators who had 
Veen making the fight on the Mormons came to me and said: c You 
have been through all this question — can they be trusted f ' I said: 
'I pledge my faith; I have lived among these people, they have 
issued this manifesto, and I pledge my faith they will be honest' 
They were admitted. One by one, insidiously, every law at Wash- 
ington was repealed; one by one, insidiously, every law in Idaho 
was repealed, until to-day in Idaho you have no provision to punish 
polygamy or unlawful cohabitation. % 

. < *And when this had been done, quietly, they started to take posses- 
sion of Idaho State as they had possession of Idaho Territory. I 
say we have not brought on this contest; the Mormon hierarchy has/ 
brought it on, not the Mormon people. The Mormon people were hon- 
est when they held up their hands and sustained that manifesto ; the 
Mormon people are honest now in wishing their leaders to obey the 
solemn compact and pledges made the (jwernment on their honor, 
and 14 securing amnesty they pledged themselves to. refrain from 
polygamous living and to keep their'hands out of politics. I say 
that most of the Mormon people now waijt to keep their compact; it 
it the rulers and their influence we are fighting, for womanhood and 
manhood. #V*h^> .■ " .j.v- - $fifc. iW^^- 

"Two years ago, not to go back any farther, during £ur campaign, . 
a polygamous apostle, John Henry Smith, went into ihe southeastern 
Idaho and told the Mormon people how to vote, told them under 
direction of their apostolic authority, not speaking -Mj: public am 
speaking now. I recall the circumstances very well ; I was in that 
sectio* of the country campaigning^ when the apostles came and had 
headquarters here. When it was understood what these apostles 
weredWng, Mr. Fischer and Mr. Sheridan and the other people Were 
very #uch exercised, and Mr. Daniels sent Mr. W. J, D'Arcy, one of 
the proprietors of the Evening Capital News, to Salt Lake City to 
protest to Joseph F. Smith, president of the church, against this 
interference, and demand him to take these apostles out or southeast- 
ern Idaho. I was making a speech at Mai ad when Mr. D'Arcy came 
through. He did not know who I was. He was on his way to Salt 
Lake City. After my speech Mr. D'Arcy came to me and told me 
his mission. He said : * I am going to Salt Lake to protest, not only 
as chairman of the Democratic State committee, but on the part of the 
Evening Capital News, the leading Democratic paper of the State.' 
MrTD^Ircy, myself, David L. Evans, and.Lorenzo Evans, two Demo- 
cratic Mormon leaders, and a number of other prominent Mormons 
met and consulted as to what Mr. D'Arcy should do, what would be 
the best method of procedure. 

* We all agreed that Mr: D'Arcy should go to Salt Lake City and 
enter a protest against the mterference of the apostles in this contest. 
Mr. D'Arcy went down to Salt take City, had an interview with 
Joseph F. Smith, and demanded that he take these apostles out of 
Idaho and quit interfering. He said to him, so Mr. D'Arcy after- 



BHD SHOOT. 633 

wards told me, flf you persist in . dominating the politics of Idaho 
froiiA Utah, we will disfranchise you.' After that the last legislature 
elected Mr. John Henry Smith. This same polygamous apostle came, 
to Boise and surreptitiously secured the passage of a law to take the 
test oath out of our constitution. I a ppeal to ail of you who are here, 
who liaye come into the State within the past ten years, if you knew 
that there was such a thing as a test oath in our constitution* I know 
you ^d hot, it was not bothering anyone, the laws to carry it into 
effect had been repealed ; it was not doing anyone any harm, but they 
wanted it out. , 

^ jihad the honor of wnim^ State central committee 

protesting against this constitutional amendment, and when the Mor- 
mon^atfa^^ Bagley, I will not say * polygamous 

att^rne^]^ discovered, I 

understand through the advice of a yety distinguished attorney, that 
thie provision c^Uing fo^a had been improp- 

erly j>assecl they were cowered, y 

a The Mormon people of the State were informed they intended to 
unde^ke to am%d 6^ taking the test oath out of it, ' 

in wjjt}^ tn^^ were afraid to face the issue. If the 

lftw was properly passed and they had the courage, they were coming 
out and submit to the people this fall whether to change our statutes. 

our statute books; it was a subter-' 
t^^i^;&^:^es^ afraid to "nice it when the people found out what 
they Were trying to do. They are the ones who made the compact 
in Idaho; they are going back, and have gone back, to their old 
methods. 

"In ^IJ^h^&ey elected Keed Smoot, apostle of the Mormon Church, 
to be Senator of the United States. I happened to be a member or 
the committee on privileges and a protest was entered against the seat- 
ing of Mr. Smoot 

lAi investigation began, before which I confess to you I did not 
Have any idea that conditions were so bad, until that investigation re- 
vealed them. We examined nobody excepting high officials of the 
Mormon Church. The president of the Mormon Church testified be- 
fore the committee that he had five wives and forty-two children; 
that he had bom to him thirteen children since the manifesto, which 
he himself signed. He said he was violating not only the laws of 
God, but the laws of man. In answer to the question : * Did you not 
say positively that you are leading a polygamous life?' He said: 
* I did.' And then. said: ' What are you going to do about it?' He 
did not say it in those words, but said: 4 We have statehood now in 
Utah ; we control the courts, the juries, and the sheriffs, and elect the 
officers. I will take chances with my people ; they are in sympathy 
with me. I will continue to practice these things, and your Govern- 
ment can not interfere with us.' 

" Mr, Lyman, who will be the next president of the church, is living 
in open polygamy. I sav that he will be the next president of the 
church because the president of the twelve apostles succeeds to the 
presidency of the church whenever there is a vacancy, and the next 
apostle succeeds to him ? going up by succession. For the next fifty 
years, according to their unwritten law, there will be a polygamist 
at the head of the Mormon Church. 
u They published broadcast, swore before the committee that no 
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new polygamous marriage wore being celebrated. We proved uii^ar 
oath oy these head officials of the Mormon Ghareh that three apostles 
out or the twelve had taken plural wives since the manifesto, In 
addition to that, two other apostles have married Mormons into 
polygamy since the issuance ox the manifesto, in; Which they gave 
their solemn pledge that this practice would oeas% and yet they say 
that there are no new plural marriages. There are five apostles out 
of twelve on their own sworn testimony living in polygamy. What 
do you think the rank and file are going to dot Is that an example 
to deter other Mormons from entering mto polygamy! 

" To get down to the investigation as to their dictation in politics, 
Joseph Smith was asked the question whether Mr. Smoot had to get 
his consent before he could be a candidate for the United States 
Senate and he said yes. 4 Did you give your consent to Mr. Smoot 
to be a candidate for the United. States Senate?' 4 1 did. He asked 
me to do it and I did.' 4 Did you give your consent to anyone else 
to be a candidate for the United States Senate? ' * I did not.' ' Then 

fou gave jfpur consent to man of one party* to be a candidate for the 
faited S&tes Sens to, but you did not give your consent to any other 
pl^rtrf , * wb:; .1 gave my consent to Seed Smoot.' 

" That, of course, was an order to elect Reed Smoot to the United 
States Senate, and there was no candidate against him in any other 
party, and Bead Smoot is Senator of the Mormon Church and not 
your Senator, not Senator of the people of the United States, nor a 
Senator of the people of the State of Utah, 

"These are the conditions which they have forced upon us; they 
have made the disclosure of these facts absolutely necessary. They 
have forced us in this State to declare that Idaho shall be f or Amer- 
ican citizens and shall not be ruled by a hierarchy from Salt Lake 

op • . v . '.; ■: . 

"The people of this State have it for themselves to decide, whether 
they will send the word out to the good women of the East, and the 
good men of the East, who are very much interested in this question, 
whether here in Idaho, where these fool conditions exist, we condone 
or condemn it 

44 We will send word to them whether we will help to rid the coun- 
try of this hierarchical rule, of this polygamous practice, or whether 
we will condone these actions. 

" It is different in Utah, where they must depend entirely on outside 
Influence. Here in Idaho it is by ourselves, and no trivial political 
considerations can weigh in our opinions as against the higher type of 
American citizenship we should preserve in this State of Idaho. The 
contest at the present time is being watched now in Utah as well as 
here. It is a contest against this power of the Mormon leaders; it 
is an effort to shake off this power which they exercise over their 
followers. 

44 You will wonder, perhaps, why their followers themselves can 
not shake them of£ It is plain enough. They have been born and 
brought up in t^ose communities; they are surrounded by this influ- 
ence; they have their natural religious prejudices to overcome, and 
they know that if they do not wy the orders of these apostolic 
authorities they are unchurched, or, as President Smith himself put 
it. 44 they unchurch themselves.'' Avenues in society and business 
which are open to them as Mormons are closed otherwise, m that it is 
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almost impossible for these Monnons to rebel against this authority : 
but I know from conversations that I have had with a great many of 
them that they jush us godspeed in this fight to keep this State 
American. 

- M I thank you^By much." 

SPMCH OF STAiJGr — HB IS A CHILD OF POLYGAMOUS MARRIAGE — DIS- 
CUSSES MORMON QUESTION AND RECITES PRACTICES OF CHURCH IN SUP- 
PORT OF CONTENTION MADE BY SENATOR DUBOIS. 

(From Um Lowiston MoraiBf Tribune of Monday, October 10, 1804.] 

William Hyde Stalker, of Boise, who is touring the State with 
Senator Dubois and delivering anti-Mormon speeches, is a child of a 
polygamous marriage, his father having three wives and twenty-eight 
children. Mr. Stalker's speeches are therefore attracting much atten- 
tion. In his address at the court house Saturday night, he said: 

"I have been denominated by the junior Senator from Idaho 4 a 
vagabond ' because I have the temerity to present before the people of 
the State of Idaho my convictions on a question which, more than 
any other, demands the attention of the good men and women of this 
State. As Senator Dubois has said, I ant doing this purely of my 
own responsibility. I am neglecting my business in doing this work, 
and t am not receiving one cant as a consideration. 

u In starting out I want to explain to you that I am a Republican. 
I have alwaysbeen a Republican. For the past ten years I have taken 
pari in the politics of Oregon, county and State, and in my humble 
way I have done all that f could to further the cause of the Repub- 
licans. I moved to Boise, Idaho, in February of the present year, 
and when I became settled the preliminaries of the political campaign 
were being discussed. Among the questions that came up was this 
Mormon question, and I believed at that time that the Republican 
party would incorporate a plank in its platform similar to the one 
adopted by the Democratic party. I knew then, as I know now, that 
owing to the developments of the past year and a half, and my own 
experience during; the past twenty years, that this question is the para- 
mount issue of this campaign. 1 was born in southeastern Idaho and 
raised among the Mormon people: in fact, my people formerly be- 
longed to the Mormonv Church. As you have doubtless read in the 
papers, I am the son of a polygamous marriage. I am going to at- 
tempt to prove to you to-night that polygamy is the essential element 
of Mormonism; it is the sine gua non of the Mormon system. I have 
with me their book of the faith, known as the doctrine of the cove- 
nants, a book which contains the prophesies of Joseph Smith, jr., the 
prophet. Of all the characters of the Mormon Church, Joseph Smith 
is supreme. The Mormon people believe and Joseph Smith claims 
that hk utterances were of divine origin, and inspired by God. I will 
read a portion of the revelation of Josepn Smith bearing on eternity of 
marriage, including the plurality of wives, given through Joseph, the 
prophet, m Nauvoo, HI., July 12, 1843. It is as follows : 

tt ^yerfly, thus sayeth the Lord unto you my servant, Joseph, that 
inasmuch as you have inquired of My hand to know and understand 
wjie^eai ■% tne Lord, justified my servants, Abraham, Isaac, and 
Jacob, as also Moses, David, and Solomon, my servants, as touching 
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the principle and doctrine of their haying many wires and concubines. 
For behold, I reveal unto you a new and everlasting covenant, and if 
ye abide not that covenant, then ye are damned, for no one can reject 
this covenant and be permitted to enter into My gloijr.' 

u You will notice, and I want you to bear in mftp carefully these 
two words, 'new' and 'everlasting; 9 and also I would like to have 
you note the statement there ' and if ye abide not that covenant^ then 
are ye damned*' I say to you, my friends, that you are damned if you 
do and you are damned ifyou dent To quote further, before mak- 
ing the next quotation, X want to make an explanation. Joseph 
Smith had a wife, whose name was Emma Smith. She was a woman 
of spirit, she haa a mind of her own, and there were some things 
which Joseph did which did not meet with her approval He had 
been practicing the doctrine of the plurality of wives even before the 
doctrine was promulgated by himself, and Emma Smith had become 
acquainted with the fact, Sine had told him that she would leave him 
if he persisted in the polygamous relation, and it took a revelation 
from tfod to change her mind. ~ 
" Note the following from the same revelation: ' Verily I say unto 
you, a commandment!: give unto my handmaid, Emma Smith, vour 
wife, whom I have given unto you that she stay herself.' What 
do you think of that! Dont you think that that is rather a mean 
advantage to call upon the Almighty to silence a woman! But let 
us quote further: 'And let mine handmaid v Emma Smith, receive aU 
those that have been given unto my servant Joseph, and who are vir- 
tuous and pure before me.' You will notice that the Lord commands 
Emma Smith to put up with Joseph in the polygamous relation, and 
to go on with the quotation : 'And I command mine handmaid, Emma 
Smith, to abide and cleave unto my servant Joseph and to hone else, 
but if she will not abide this commandment she shall be destroyed, 
saith the Lord ; f or I am the Lord thy God and will destroy her if 
she abides not in my law.' Do you understand the significance of the 
word ' destroy ' as it is used in this text? If you read a statement 
like that from the Bible, you would understand that the language had 
reference to another world, but it does not mean destruction in 
another world. It means exactly what it says, and Emma Smith so 
understood it When that revelation was promulgated it was 
accepted by the Mormon people, the followers of Joseph, and the 
pressure was brought to bear upon Emma Smith and she was com- 
pelled to abide this law. Her spirit was broken and her womanhood 



Hundreds of women in Utah and southeastern Idaho to-day are 
laboring under the same difficulty. They detest polygamy, many of 
them, but there is the written word, the spoken word of Grod. There 
is no escape; the words of the Lord are mighty and righteous alto- 

fther. This basely materialistic philosophy is given the stamp of 
vine approval, and these poor, long-suffering women acquiesce 
because it is the will of God. Let me quote a little further from the 
same revelation: 'And again, as pertaining to the law of priesthood, 
if any man espouse a virgin and desires to espouse another, and the 
first give her consent, and if he espouse the second and they are vir- 
gins and have vowed to no other man, then is he justified.' I want 
to call your attention to the clause 'and the first give her consent.' 
Joseph F. Smith was asked in the Beed Smoot investigation, * Sup- 
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pose thai the first does not give her consent! 9 'Then/ replied 
Joseph, * if the first does not give her consent, he is justified in taking 
the second anyhow,' What do you think of that kind of consent! I 
tell you, ladies and gentlemen, that a woman under this system has 
no voice in matters that concern her own happiness and welfare. A 
woman is a nonentity under this system. We in north Idaho regard 
women as the embodiment of virtue. We look to her for the enno- 
bling and refining element in our social condition. We regard her 
as equal in every sense of the word. Her consent is required before 
we attempt to do anything of any importance; not so under the Mor- 
mon system. 

" I want to call your attention to one more paragraph taken from 
the same revelation and then I am through with this. It is this: 
'And if a man have ten virgins given unto him by this law he can not 
commit adultery, for they belong to him and they are given unto him, 
therefore is he justified/ What do you think or this! This is taken 
from the doctrine and covenants, edition of 1903, and there is no 
reference, either by footnote or on the title page or by addenda or 
otherwise, any reference to the counter revelation of Wilford Wood- 
ruff, given in 1890, This revelation of Wilford Woodruff was in 
answer to the earnest supplication of this gentleman: 'What, O 
Lord, shall we do to stop this terrible persecution of the enemies of 
Thy people! ' The Lord answered Mr. Woodruff, and told him in 
effect that He, the God of the Mormons, is not big enough to whip 
Uncle Sam, and that they had better cease the practice of polygamy. 
This revelation was embodied in a manifesto given to the United 
States Government, as referred to by Senator Dubois. The Mormon 
people, through their leaders, never had any intention of living up 
to this supposed revelation or Wilford Woodruff. It was a trick to 
deceive the Government and to accomplish the thing that they de- 
sired more than anything else, namely, statehood for Utah. This 
they accomplished. 

"There is another tenet of the church which I wish to call your 
attention to and which is almost of equal importance with the one 
that I have just cited. It bears upon the question of finances. The 
heading of this revelation is as follows: 4 Revelation given through 
Joseph, the prophet, at Far West, Missouri, July 8, 1838, in answer 
to the question, " O Lord, show unto Thy servant how much Thou 
requirest of the properties of the people for a tithing," and the text 
is as follows: u Verily, thus saith the Lord, I require all their surplus 
properties to be put into the hands of the bishop of my Church of 
Zion for the building of my house and for the laying of the founda- 
tion of Zion and for the priesthood and for the debts of the presi- 
dency of My church^ ' More particularly the latter. 

" Did you ever hear in all of your experience of such audacity as 
this! 'I require all the surplus property of the people to be put into 
the hands of my bishops, and it is done. There is no tenet of the 
church that is enforced with such relentlessness as this one. The 
result is that as near as may be estimated there is paid into the 
treasury of the church over $2,000,000 per annum. Of course the 
bishop of the Church of Zion is not required to account to anyone for 
the disposition of this enormous fund, and the world is kept in igno- 
rance of the enormity of the graft Sufficient to say, there are no 
wealthy men among 4e laymen. 
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"A man's advancement in this world, as well as his happiness in the 
nasty depend entirely upon his subserviency to the will of the church. 
Now, I am going to show you how. this tenet and the previous one 
that I referred to a moment ago bearing on the question of polygamy, 
constitute the foundation of the system. The converts to this system 
are recruited from the poor and oppressed of the nations of the earth. 
A missionary goes to "Borne European country, and of course he says 
nothing to the people about polygamy. He tells them that Utah is 
a land of plenty and that Zion is a refuge designed for them. They 
are induced to leave their native land and come to Utah. Of course, 
when they get there, they have nothing left The church comes to 
their support and they become indebted to the church. This advan- 
tage the church utilizes. The people become more and more subser- 
vient the longer they live there ana gradually the system is unfolded 
to these simple-minded people. In time some of these people pros- 
per and, breathing the free air of America, there is occasionally some 
that develop independence of spirit A man jnust not have inde- 
pendence of spirit under a system of this kind, and this polygamy 
dodge is resorted to to break his spirit Some elder of the church 
visits him and tells him that he has, had a revelation, or that some- 
one has had a revelation, that it is advisable for him to enter into 
polygamy; that the welfare of man in the celestial kingdom depends 
altogether upon thrnumber of wives he has. 

0 v^^^rsa, ^Independent man in a good many instances resents, 
tot the pressure from all sides is so great that he is compelled at last 
to yltffi. Once ifl polyjpamy, there is no escape. If he ever realizes 
fee 4(i9iSnity- of iis mistake, it is impossible for him to correct it 
:^ children by jJJ? of them, 

ym readily ses^e futiUty of attempting to escape, s^gprd he desire 
to break awagf. This thing confronts him: There is ffik a civilized 
country under the sun that will recognize socially, or in any other 
way, a man who has been guilty of the crime tif j^gamy. There 
is only one thing for him to do, either to reipwin Utah, or south- 
eastern Idaho, or some other dark corner of the universe. He could 
not come to nor in Idaho and live among you ; you would not tolerate 
him; therefore whether he leaves the church or not he must live and 
lie with them. You get the idea of my contention from this: Com- 
pel a man to commit a crime and he must abide the consequences of 
that crime. 

" liet me show you how they manipulate the tithing. The church 
has at its disposal this enormous fund. They carry on a colonization 
system. For instance, to illustrate what I mean, I Mormon apostle 
came to the Grande Bonde Valley, in Oregon, one of the most beauti- 
ful and fertile valleys in Oregon, and he told thepeople that he 
wanted to build a sugar factory in that country. The people; were 
very glad indeed to have such an industry in their country. He told 
them that his people would build a factory and that they would pay 
the formers $5 per ton for sugar beets. He also told the people that 
he would require a subsidy ,Jrom them. This subsidy was raised, 
and then he told them that he must have 8,000 acres of land in the 
heart, of the Grande Bonde Valley. This land was sold to him. The 
people wanted to know what he wanted with this land, and he told 
them that he wanted to bring some people there who understood beet 
culture. You know it requires a peculiar land of intelligence to raise 
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beete. This waa all very welL The factory was built, and after all 
was finished be told the people it Would be impossible to pay $6 per 
ton for the Grande Ronde Valley beets for the reason that their sac- 
charine properties were limited. He told the people that he would 
pay them $3.50 per ton. Of course the people rebelled at this, and 
they finally compromised at $4 per ton. This we will denominate as 
Exhibit A. 

" Now, what about this land and the factory? They manned the 
sugar factory with no one except Mormons from Utah. No Gentile 
was given a position of any capacity about the factory. They brought 
their vassals from Utah and placed them on the 8, 000 -acre tract and 
placed a bishop over them. To show you the influence that they 
exert, after only five years 9 residence in that country they hold the 
balance of political power in Union County, and the Republican 
party of that county, as in the State of Idaho, has sold itself body 
and soul to this pseudo-religious, commercial, soulless corporation. 
There is a Mormon in the post-office at Lasrande, Oreg., and a Mor- 
mon as first deputy in the sheriff's office or the same county. They 
have stores of their own in Lagrande, and the people— the Mormon 
people— stand by their own people to the detriment of all others. I 
have talked with some of the business men in Lagrande and Grande 
Bonde Valley, and they are not at all pleased with their Mormon 
venture. They will regret their action the longest day that they shall 
live, for they shall feel the iron hand of the hierarchy more severely 
as the years go by. It is a matter of history— the Mormon people 
have made a number of amoves since the organization first started, 
and they have never lived in peace with their neighbors anywhere 
that they have ever lived. They have even gone so far as to take up 
arms against the United States Government. 

a Before closing I want to call your attention to my own experience 
in the system. As you know, I was born in southeastern Idaho; my 
people originally were Mormons. My father came to Utah in 1847 
or thereabouts. He was always a good and faithful member, a man 
of education and refinement,* tout ne had too much spirit, and to 
break his spirit he was forced into polygamy. He married three 
wives, and as a result of these marriages 28. children were born to 
him. He moved to southeastern Idaho m 1860. This was a Mormon 
county at that time, as it is now. You old men who are here under- 
stand what it was to live in Idaho at that time. On the one side was the 
hostile Indian, on the other was an unfriendly climate, besides grass- 
hoppers and crickets to annoy and destroy the crops. My father got 
hofcf of property there, land, and tried to make a living for his large 
family farming. In 1870 or thereabouts he decided to go into the 
hotel business. There were two stores in Franklin at that time ; one' 
was the Zion's Cooperative Mercantile Institution, and the other 
was owned by a Gentile. The Gentiles were beginning to- move into 
the country on account of the faith that a railroad was in course of 
construction into it It was the Little Utah Northern, narrow- 

Stuge road. The Mormons who controlled this Zion's Cooperative 
ercantile Institution refused to extend credit to my father, and 
there was nothing for him to do but to trade at the Gentile store. 
For this he was called before a cpmmittee of the church and told that 
he must ask forgiveness of the church and forever desist from trad- 
ing with these Gentiles or be excommunicated* He told them that 
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it was his desire to comply with the wishes of the church, but he 
was indebted to these Gentiles, that they had been very kind to him. 
and it was impossible for him to break away from them until he paid 
them what he owed them. He was suspended. 

"A little later the Gentiles who lived there and other liberals pre- 
vailed upon him to run for the legislature. He did so, without the 
consent of the church, and was elected. He was promptly excom- 
municated. He had committed the unpardonable sin of asserting, his 
manhood, trading where he pleased, and exercising his right as a 
citizen. Then began a series of persecutions, running through a 
period of thirty years. His family was ostracised socially, and they 
were submitted to all kinds of petty persecutions and insult lie 
stood like a lion at bay, facing them and fighting them fiercely until 
the present year ; when he sold out his property at a sacrifice and 
retired from active business to a home at Salt Lake. He is an old 
man now r tottering with two canes, broken in health, looking back 
upon a life which he considers is worse than wasted. The error 
committed, as he thought,, in obedience to a command from God has 
brought down upon him and his children self-reproach and the 
reproach of the world. There is no escape from it There are many 
men who, like my father, look back upon a life of disappointment 
and who eagerly wait for the summons to call them away from a 
world whose past has been full of bitterness and whose future prom- 
ises nothing to compensate them for the pain of living. 

w Let me tell you something about the family life in polygamous 
countries. This Mormon priesthood tell us that there is happiness 
and joy in this system, but I will tell you, my friends, that I lived in 
one of the largest polygamous communities in Idaho and I never saw 
any happiness connected with it I have seen these nolygamous wives 
toil year in and year out from 4 o'clock in the morning till 12 o'clock 
at night to maintain the family of 12 or 15 children. The great ma- 
jority of them are emaciated, their faces bear evidence of toiT arid dis- 
appointment, all of the finer womanly sense is destroyed, their health 
is broken down, their hearts are broken, and life is a burden to them. 
I have seen little children when the sleet of November beat down upon 
their little bare legs and feet with scarcely enough clothing upon them 
to hide their nakedneess. I have heard the groans and the shriek of 
terror from the little child at the whipping post and the earnest plea 
of the mother whose child had been beaten into insensibility bv the 
man who had lost all this finer feeling from the tyranny of this 
accursed system and who now possessed all the attributes of the beast. 
I tell you, ladies and gentlemen, that this system is calculated to 
destroy all the finer sensibilities and all the independence of manhood 
and womanhood 

" If what I say to you is true, and you can not gainsay it, there is 
not a man with the opposition who will get up on this floor and deny 
a word of it There is not a man who can deny a word of it, and yet 
the chairman of the Democratic State central committee has charged 
the leaders of the Republican party with a deal whereby the Mormon 
vote shall be delivered to them, and; as a consideration for the same 
Smith Wooley, a Mormon bishop, is appointed to the assay office at 
Boise and Mr. Hevburn is, to vote for tne seating of Reed Smoot, the 
Mormon apostle elected to the United States Senate from Utah. The 
Republican leaders say that this is not an issue. They say that there 
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is no polygamy t nor church dictation in political aifairs in Idaho. 
Mr. (Jooding said that there were only 19 cases of old polygamy in 
Idaho and no new ones, but I can name for you, aad I shall, 11 eases 
of polygamy in one town of 400 or 500 population in Idaho* There 
are «t least 20 cases in the same town. Here are some of them : 

"James G. Lowe, who was sheep inspector under Governor Hunt, 
lives openlywith his wives in Franklin ; S. R. Parkinson^ ot the same 
place, and W. R. Woodward live openly in polygamy ; Bishop Hatch, 
who was postmaster at Franklin, was forced to resign last year be- 
cause of his illicit living: John Biggs, James McNeal. Dave Kings- 
ford, Isaac Nash, James Lewis, and James Atkinson, all of this same 
village, men whom I know are all guilty of unlawful cohabitation. 
Mr. Heyburn says that if I know of these cases I should have the 
nerve to prosecute them. If he and his associates will pass laws 
whereby these men can be prosecuted, it will not take me long to con- 
vince him that I have the nerve to make a complaint against these 

people....... ...... H \ .4 

" If what I say is true, and as I said bef ore ; it can not be dis- 
proven, this question is an issue in Idaho. It is the only issue of 
great importance that is before you, and the fight is on, and so far as 
I am concerned it will continue' until the last vestige of this stain is 
wiped away from the good name of the State of Idaho. There never 
was a time in the history of this country that when a crisis arose 
the good people of the country did not rise and meet it. When the 
Spanish-American war was on both Houses of the National Legis- 
lature rose up as one man and voted the necessary fifty millions 
for the carrying on of that war. There was no asking whether it 
was a Democratic measure or a Republican measure, the good name 
of our glorious country was at stake. These men were not partisan 
then, nor will they be now. I believe that the good men ancTwomen 
of Idaho will sustain us in our contention this tall. I have no doubt 
about it; however, this question is going to be settled this time for 
all time. When this fight is over there will not be an opportunity 

§ resented to these people to break their most solemn oaths and to 
estroy and degrade our men and women. When it is finished this 
time they will be glad to accept peace and to abide by the terms 
of that peace. 

" I thank you one and all for your kind and courteous attention." 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you sencf any men into the Mormon counties? 

Mr. Bradt. The work of circulating these things in the Mormon 
counties was mostly; done by people down in the counties. I would 
get different Mormons to go around and circulate them, and at the 
same time talk to these people and explain the situation to them. 

Mr, Van Cott. Did you do anything toward having the Mormon 
voters hear what Senator Dubois actually said about them on the 
public platform ? 

Mr. Bradt. Yes^sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. What did you do ? 

Mr. Bradt. I had great difficulty in one certain section there of 
getting these things believed. I sent two different men down before 
they would listen to it, and then I found that Senator Dubois was 
going to speak at Blackfoot on a certain occasion, the Saturday 
night before the election, and at Pocatello the night before the elec- 
tion, and I arranged to have as many Mormons hear what he had 

8. Doc. 486, 59-1, vol 2 41 
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to say about them as it was possible for me to get out there. I had 
some from different places around there, That is, I was not there 
in i>erson, but I told them to have people go there and hear what he 
said. X am advised that there were at least 250 Mormons at each of 
his meetings, and they heard what he said. After they heard it 
then, of course, they could not help but believe it; and I think those 
statements that he made aided our cause very materially on that 
occasion. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion as to whether Judge Parker 
actually was traded for the Democratic governor in Idaho ? 

Mr. Brady. I do not think there was any question about it The 
condition shows that the vote of Heitfeld in the northern counties ran 
just as far behind Parker as Roosevelt did ahead of Governor Good- 
ing. In the southeastern counties, as I say, as a whole, they ran about 
neck and neck. There were only about ITS, if I figure it correctly — 
and anyone can figure it — difference between the two in the six coun- 
ties. Now, take it in Bear Lake County. There is an instance of 
the extreme position that the Mormons took in this campaign. €n the 
vote there Gooding ran a small amount ahead of Roosevelt, and there 
were about 400 Mormons that voted for Parker, he receiving about 790 
votes that did not vote for Heitfeld at all— did not cast any vote on 
governor, I think they would not vote the Republican ticket, but 
wanted to resent, the action that Mr. Dubois and his friends had taken 
against them as a people. 

Mr. Van Cott. so that there will be no doubt about your Opinion, 
what is it as to whether Judge Parker was sacrificed by the Demo- 
^cratio candidate— whether he was or was not! 

Mr., Brady. I think he was on every occasion where it would get 
a vote for Heitfeld. 

Mr* Van Cott. Did Senator Dubois make any statement to you 
personally about the Mormon vote! 

Mr. Brady. Senator Dubois? -*> v 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes. 

Mr. Brady. Yes^sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. What was it? 

Mr. Brady. He was coming in on the train from Weiser to Nampa, 
and in a general way he was telling me what he was going to do to 
us, and I was telling him what we were going to do to them, and so 
forth; and he told me that he did not want the Mormon vote in the 
southeastern counties; that the larger majority we got down in those 
counties the better it would please diem; that it would demonstrate 
just exactly the position he took. I told him I would certainly ac- 
commodate him in the matter and take all the votes I could get 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention to Idaho County, is that a Gentile 
county? 

Mr, Brady. Yes, sir; that is absolutely, a Gentile county. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are there any Mormons in it? 

Mr. Brady. Oh, not over half dozen families. There is no Mormon 
vote in Idaho County that cuts any figure whatever. 

Mr, Van Cott. I wish you would explain what the politics of that 
oognty was before the 1904 campaign, the character or the people in 
that county, and the result that followed the Democratic campaign. 

Mr. Brady. Idaho County, in Idaho, until this year has never been 
carried by the Republican party. It has always been Democratic. 
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and the people that went there in the early days were southerners, 
quite a number of them, who were in the confederate army and have 

been steadfast Democrat* ever since the State was organised, and 
to my best knowledge there are at least 1,000 Catholics in that county. 
Of course, I therefore sent men in there who would talk to those peo- 
ple about the conditions and what I thought ought to be done in the 
matter. We took the position that these people down there in the 
southeastern counties were being persecuted; that there was no con- 
dition existed at this time that necessitated Idaho raising this ques- 
tion! and I called their attention to the old A. P. A. fight, and things 
of that kind, and they seemed to fully agree with lis. The vote 
shows that we carried Idaho County by a handsome majority, and 
there was certainly no Mormon influence used there. 

Mr. Van Cott. Why was it^ in your judgment, that the people in 
that county voted the Republican ticket ? 

Mr. Beady. In my judgment it was because the Democratic party 
did not take hold of any national issues, but simply tried to set one 
class of people of the State against the other; that the Democratic 
party of Idaho County simply resented it the same as they did down 

**** 

_BearJUketaunty. . 

Mr. Tan Cott. The people there, I assume, are opposed to polyg- 
amy and unlawful cohabitation! 
Mr. Brady. They certainly are. 

Mr. Van Cott. When I say " there," I mean Idaho County. 
Mr. Brady. They certainly are., ... < 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you any editorial that was published in 
Idaho County on that particular subject? * 

Mr. Brady. I do not think I have it at hand now. v . 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you an editorial that was entitled, a Kill it 
now!" 

Mr. Brady. Mr. Holzheimer has that paper. 

Mr. Tayler, While they are waiting, Mr. Brady, let me ask you 
something I did not quite understand? Did I understand you cor- 
rectly that you belie vea that the Democrats in Idaho County resented 
this attempt to array one side of the State against the other, and 
showed it By their vote! 

Mr. Brady. Yes, sir ; that was my answer. 

Mr. Tayler. That is what I caught I was looking for something 
else at the time. 

Mr. Brady. Also that they resented the fact that they would not 
and did not discuss national issues or support Mr. Parker. 

Mr. Van Cott (hariding witness a paper). What paper is it that 
that editorial is in, Mr, Brady ? 

Mr. Brady. It is in the Poeatello Advance. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that a Gentile paper? 

Mr. Brady. Yes, sir; a Democratic Gentile paper. 

Mr* Van Cott. What would you say as to whether that editorial 
expresses the sentiment, as you understand it to be, in Idaho County f 

Mr. Brady. This is in Bannock County. 

Mr. Van Cott. As you understand it to be in Bannock County ? 

Mr. Brady. This, I think, expresses the general feeling of a large 
portion of the Democrats of Bannock County. 

Mr. Worthington. Is it a Democratic paper or a Republican 
paper! 



, Mr. Bhaot. Democratic. , . •„ f V , ; ! ' % 

. Mr. Yak Cost. We ask to have that editorial copied into the rec- 
ord. Have you any objection, Mr* Tayler? 
, . Mr. Tattler. No, ;. • 
The editorial referred to is as follows : 

(From the PocaUUo Adv»&oe, Pocatello, Idaho, Anguit 28, 1901.] 

"Should ii stranger seek to enter your house for the purpose of 
destroying the peace, quiets harmony, and prosperity of yonr house- 
hold, you would be justified in opposing him with afl the strength at 
your command; and the fact that he should actually gain an entrance 
and should begin to carry his purposes into effect would not be deemed 
reason whereby all efforts on your part to dislodge him should be dis- 
ft&itinued. 

"Much greater, then, would be your justification should jour old 

«fcO^>..*» • > M— 1» L'wJI ' : iattn1H>ililA<i'' ■ as> *» jl tilt I till I ■ 'tM.<mk&. » „ ^^lth 

_, your 

, 7 .... , - Novated to 

„ . honor, and Aould tnen immediately set about with 

false pretenses and designs and misrepresentations to disrupt the 
which had received him and to lead astray members of the 
to their detriment and your own v much greater then would be 
youriustificatibn for fighting him even to the death. 
$ ^Jffiii i •. -'i*! tH© •• -^Mttl^^ttve * X^ittboGBlilie ' party is now in. 

itor 1^ T. Dubois, the ancient enemy of the party) who ha 



>r r reo ± t jltodois, toe ancient enemy ox tne party, wno nas 
t it dspwtt to defeat, when he Wore the garb cf the opposition, 
ho never found a word of praise for it until such time as he 





wanted to use it for his personal gala, came to the pajrty with confes- 
sions of his wrongs in the past and with promises of good for the 
future, begged to be taken into the party. Contrary to the best 
judgment of many he Was not only received on his pretensions and 
promises, but was at once rewarded with the best place the party 
has in its power to bestow. - 

" So sooner had he been received than he began to conspire and 
to. devise means whereby he might lead astray large numbers of 
the members of the party. The first year he was received, in 
spite of the fact that the party machinery was in the control of 
reliable Democrats of years devotion to the party and in whom the 
people had confidence, the opposing party was raised from a minor- 
ity party of over 10,000 two years previous to only 2,000 that year. 
Then, after the party won by this narrow margin and Dubois had 
been elected United States Senator, he again r* replied his designs 
against the party and won the head official of v ie State from the 

, friendship of the men who placed him ther* nd caused him to 
place in positions of trust and honor those w *o Mr. Dubois him- 
self, with the result that the administration was filled with scandal 
and dissension, and at the next election, stilimanipulated by Dubois, 
was defeated by over 7,000. 

* Not satisfied with leading the party from a 10,000 majority to 
a tfiOO minority in die short space of two years, he is now determined 

'itpon driving from the party the sympathies and votes of more than 
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20,000 of the inhabitants of the State, This he succeeded in doing 
by deception and deceit or some other means at the recent conven- 
tion i^ix^hAm in spite of 'the #ict that a respectable majority of 
the convention had said that they did not wish to further experiment 
with his dangerous anH un-Democratic doctrines, By personal pleas 
and blandishments and by promises of possible official appointments 
he induced a sufficient number of misguided members of the party to 
reverse their own cool judgments and to adopt his policy of dis~; 
rupting the party for the sake of venting his personal spleen and to 
possibly assist him again into his petition of honor and trust, and 
that, too, .on a principle that is as foreign to Democratic doctrine as 
is his; practical morality from his pretended virtue. 

" With 'this history before them and with the knowledge that his 
efforts are sqlery against the best interests of the party and ; of the 
State, shall not Democrats, those who are Democrats from principle 
and tradition, be justified in carrying their fight against/ their; 
usurper to the point where they can save themselves, the party, and 
those who have been misled by him from the consequences of their 
madness? Shall they not fight to the utmost this old enemy who^ 
under false pretenses of friendship and repentance for former hv 
justice done the party, is now doing greater injustice than ever be- 
fore f - ! ' 

■;?&t the Lewiston convention, contrary to the will of the » majorttpr 
when expressed as their own judgment, he foisted upon the people of * 
the State under the name of Democracy a sectional and religious fight 
that fha'a ho place and never had under a Democratic name> WrJl 
should there be further idling in this matter! Why not take the 
only remedy now offered -to quickly and effectually stamp this 
usurper and his un-Democratic policy; from the party ? It was onee 
said that Dubois came into the TDemocratie party j it should no* be 
said that the Democratic party has gone into Dubois, and is no longer 
the Democratic party ^m^^^ the Dubois party. The last 

convention took the action that it did not because the party wanted 
it to, or because the delegates wanted to, but because Dubois wanted 
ii Nothing can so effectually bring his deluded followers to their 
senses as ah overwhelming ana unmistakable defeat. 

" The ticket named by the convention and left after the with- 
drawals is, as a whole, the weakest ever named by a political party in 
the State. 

^ That named by the Republicans is not satisfactory, and can not 
be wholly so to Democrats, out in this crisis that confronts the party 
let those Who are Democrats from principle^ and devotion arise toihe 
occasion by casting their votes where every one will courit two against 
this unreasonable and uncalled-for action of the man Dubois. 

" ^i existed under prefih 

ent conditions for more than thirteen years^ with the exception that 
it is less an issue now than ever before, yet Mr. Dubois has but just 
now discdyered iti With the deat h of the men whom Senator Dubois 
has almost daily associate*! [ with, not only for these thirteen years, but 
f^ttiany^nibre' ^rs^ without discovering the iniquity which he now 
sees, the^il whicfr^ an end; and the people 

of tite S&t^ are the 

objects of his attacks, demand • ; that ;they be not involved in an end* 




fanatical, religion* warfare that will forever disturb their social, 
sees, tad friendly relatione *ad bring the State into an unjust 
unnecessary disrepute, retartHng its present splendid and sub- 
stantial growth by advertising to the worid a condition which does 

''Coexist;; , •< . '.v^- ■ > ' . ',. ■» *.., ■ 

* This modern A. P; A.-i*m of Dubois is un-Democratic, and the 
only way to settle the meddling and disturbance of this professional 
agitator is for the Democrats of the State to place their votes where 
they will count for the most— -namely, for the Bepublican State ticket 
" This they can do without ejecting in any manner their Democracy 
or their allegiance to the great party which baa before been led Wrong, 
but has always got right Democrats can maintain their allegiance 
to Parker ana Davis and conservative and safe National Government, 
while at the same time ridding themselves of a leader wjbo has never 
* a single Democratic principle in hit life, and who is 
leading the party to absolute destruction in the 






"Overwhelming defeat will be the only thing that will bring those 
in control of the party to a realisation that the Democratic party is 

m«y aggrandise him* 
be created that 
for the sins or 

isWi^'ft^ Let indi- 

to ttie poue and cast their votes for Parker 
nation ttdlor ^ defeat of Duboisism in Idaho, 
be M&4 and kt tht Democrats kill it now." 
Hiv YAM uoro wjs#MA£M^ news- 

of the Democratic party, and as 
b^Ts iiHH|igrt was waged f 
Bfctgr, I oaa not giw H the names of all 

papers, I tfceujjh* I had thai jaritJh me, {rat I- have not We 

Idaho. y;-Wa;hiad:19:X^mtid 
you the names of a few of them 
I happen to have down— that refused to support the ticket or the 
d been^tlined to them by the ea^ and 
-Jbu They all, 1? belieje— in fact I do not know of a 
instance *M&vm$'!tote*i-- or iound any fault with the 
ti ticket— said good words for the national ticket, and simply 
silent or said something that was unpleasant on the State issues. 
Taar Oprr. Did any Democrat!* paper* support the Bepub- 
lican party f 

Mr. BaaoT. Well, there was no Democratic paper in the Stete that 
came out and put our national or State tickets at the head of the 
paper. Hie work that the Democratic jpapers that were not sup- 
porting the Dubois ticket did was veiy effecfive, and, m fact, I think 
Mfy as much so as if they had put our ticket at the head of their 
columns. But, take the PocateHo Advaaee as an mstance. . That 
p*i*e* loyally supported Parker and Davis and very bitterly fought 
&*ittie^tetiei^b^^ They 
did net say anything detrimental to the men that were on the ticket 
Ifefr simply criticised the poMey. There were only 14 papers m the 
State that supported their ticket, and they were mostly sn^i bapers. 
I had my tnaa m charge of the press bureau figure upland he figured 
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that the drcuUtion of aU of could not 

name those papers, as I have not the list before me. 

Mfc ; Vaw, '.Goirr.. '-Bid' : ihe Republicans carry Governor Gooding's 
county, city, and precinct? 

Mr. Brady. They did ; by a good, strong majority. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did they carry Senator Heitfeld's county, city, and 
precinct? I . : ' 

Mr. Brady. They did. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did they carry the county, city, and precinct in 
which Charles H. Jackson lived? 
Mr. Beady . They did; 

Mr. Van Cott. Did they carry the same in Senator Dubois's 
couhty^city, and precinct? 
Mr. Brady. They did. 

Mr. Vaw Cott. Did they carry the same in Mr. Clay's county, city, 
and precinct? ; ^ 

Mr* Brady. They did. * 

Mr.; Vak Cott. Is Governor Gooding a Mormon ? 

Mr. Brady. He is not He is a member of the Episcopal Church* 
He was baptized in the Episcopal Church, and is now a member in 
good stiliti^ ^i:^:^.: : 

Mr. Van Cott. Could Mr. Goodinj? have been elected without any 
of the Republican votes of the six Mormon counties or in the con- 
tiguous counties ? ; 1 4." ' ": ,. i" r j \ . 

Mr^ Brady. Yes, sir. Governor Gooding could have been elected 
if every Republican vote in the six counties had been thrown out 
and every Democratic vote in the six counties had been counted. He 
would stUl have had a majority of something oyer 8,000. 

Itrv Vast Cott. Hsto^^ to find whether Governor 

Gooding ran closer to the Republican electors in the State of Idaho 
than any Northern or Eastern State in the Union ? 

Mr. Brady. He did in all the States that I looked up. I can not 
remember just what ones, but he came closer to Mr. Roosevelt than 
they did in any of our adjoining States— Montana or Washington or 
Cafiforhia--Huiy of those States. He just ran 5,000 and some votes 
behind President Roosevelt in our State, v 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you observe anything in what is called the 
Mormon cbnnties to justify any apprehension or fear that Democratic 
speakers might be roughly handled there ? 

Mr. Brady. Absdlutelv nothing. Thev were treated on all occa- 
sions courteously, snd I think Senator Dubois will agree with me that 
he had fully as large meetings in the southeast as he had at any place 
in the State. , / . t . f • 

Mr. Van &>tt. What is your information as to the number of 
polygamists residing in the State of Idaho? 

Mr. Brady. I had occasion to investigate that matter very closely. 
I did it with a great deal of care. I put the men on their honor who 
gave me the information, and told them that I believed I was entitled 
to know these conditions. The investigations that were made satis- 
fied me in my own mind that we did not have to exceed 58 polygamiats 
in the State of Idaho. 

Mr. VAK CoTT. Howmany ifew re^rted to youf 
Mr. Brady. Fifty-sit. 

Mr* Van Cott. when was that report made? 



Mr. Bradt. That was made along about the middle of November. 

Mr. Vak Cott. Of last year! 

Mr. Bradt. Lastyear ; yes, air. 

Mr. Vak C&tt. Why do you tiow jput it at 561 

Mr. Bradt. Two of them have sinoe died; 

Mr .Vak Cott.' Have yon had any occasion to observe whether any 
members hijgh in the Mormon Church have come into Idaho and 
talked politics? ' > 

Mr. Bradt. I have. 

Mr. Vak Cott. And who were the men f 

Mr. Bradt. John Henry Smith and Mr. Cowley* 

Mr. Vak Corr. Both Republicans t 

Mr. Bradt. Both Republicans. 

Mr. Vak Cott. Did you also observe the effect that their work had 
in Mormon counties, cities, and precincts where they spoke ? 

Mr. Bradt. Well, I was satisfied that I could do better without 
them than with them, and $*r that reason I had no occasion to use 
them, and I did not use them. I did not want them to come into the 
State for any political purpose whatever ; and my honest judgment 
is that there never has been a time that their coming to Idaho and 
making speeches made any particlar difference in the vote cast 

Mr. Vak Cott. It hits been mentioned that President Budge went 
over to some part of Idaho and did work there in this last campaign 
&r the Republican party. Did you have occasion to observe the 
reiralt of that work? 
Mt.' Bradt. We lost Blaine County. 

Mr. Vak Cott. Is that where he worked? 

Mr. Bradt. Yes, sir. , ; 
1 Mfc Vak On*. What became of the precinct wliere he worked ? 

Mr. Bradt. We lost that 

Mr. Vak Cott. What is your opinion a* to the sentiment among 
the voung Mormon people as to pofygamv? 

Mr. Bradt. I think they are unalterably opposed to polygamy and 
unlawful cohabitation, just as much so as your daughters and your 
eons in this country. 

Mr. Vak Cott. What is your opinion aa to the constancy of the: 
Mormon people in voting their party tickets? 

Mr. Bradt. I think it undoubtedly averages up with the Gentile 
vote. For my own information, I compiied some statistics on that, 
allowing the vote in the five northern counties, the six southeastern 
counties, and the ten southwestern counties the years 1896 and up 
to this date, including: the last election ; and the drift of the vote in 
the different parts or the State just goes along together, with the 
exception of one year. That was in the year 1898. The northern 
counties were stronger Republican that the others, but the average 
between the other two groups, the ten southwestern and the six south- 
eastern, was just about the same. In the other five campaigns I do 
not think you will find 10 per cent difference in one part of the State 
or the other as to which way the vote went until this year, and this 

Mr. WoRrtetKoroK. You mean 1904? , 
Mr. Bradt. 1904— the Mormon people believed themselves to beun- 
justly attacked, and as I say there was certainly no effort made bf the 
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managers of the Democratic party to ffet votes down there. I am 
convinced in my own mind that they did not want them, and I think 
the method they pursued was the cause of the increase down in that 
cdunty. largelv. 

Mr, Yak Cott. Mr. Tayler, may I have that list of men that Mr. 
Owen furnished who were living in unlawful cohabitation in the 
State of Idaho? 

Mr. Taylbr. It is in the record, 

Mr. Van Cott. Please give me the page, then. I do not have it at 
hand to refer to. 
Mr. Tayxer; Page 416. 

Mr, Van Cott* I will go on with another question until we find it. 

What is the sentiment in Idaho regarding disturbing or leaving 
undisturbed those men who went into polygamy prior to the mani- 
festo of 1890? 

Mr. Brady. To be absolutely frank in the matter, my judgment is 
that a majority of the men in Idaho would favor leaving those old 
men to live out their lives just as thev have started in. 

Mr. Van Cfcm\ While you were chairman, did you go to Salt Lake 
to consult the Mormon Church ? 

Mr. Brady. I did not. 

Mr, Van Cott. Does the Mormon Church get whatever it wants in> 
Idaho! ,.%vv. r ' ' v;v • 

Mr. Bradt. It never has* or else they wanted very little. They 
have never had but one elective State officer in the fourteen years, as 
was said truly by Mr. Holzheimer. 

Mr, Van yoTT. Can or do the minority Mormon people in Idaho 
get whatever thev want in the State and control and dictate affairs? 

Mr. Brady. They can not. That is simply all bosh in Idaho—that 
kind of talk. They can not do it. There are no conditions that exist 
that would >permit them to do it. It is just the same as down in Kan- 
sas and Nebraska — when a fellow gets beat, he attributes it to the 
railroads. When they get beat out there, thev attribute it to the 
Mormons; but outside of the fear in the minds of some people of what 
is going to happen, I do not think it is possible to cite an instance 
where anything has happened that Would oe injurious or detrimental 
to our State) 

Mr. Van Cott. In your opinion, did the Mormon Church have 
anything whatever to do with the defeat of Mr. Morrison for a second 
nomination as governor ? 

Mr. Brady. So; it had absolutely nothing to do with it 

Mr. Van Cott. There has been mentioned a resolution that went 
through the Idaho legislature to call a constitutional convention. 
Do you know of any reason why there should be such a demand? 

]rfr. Brady. Nothing, With the exception that some of our lawyers 
and some of our best attorneys think tnat there is need for a constitu- 
tional convention. The mass of the people, I think, do not want a 
constitutional convention; but will amend the constitution from time 
to time as it may become necessary. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether Mr. Budge, who has been; 
called the stake president, has been defeated on the Republican 
ticket m his dw» counter? 

Mr. Brady* He has. I can not recall the year. He was defeated 
for senator. 



Mr. Vak Cott. More than once ? 

Mr* Bradt, If I remember correctly, he was defeated twice. He 
was defeated there once for the nomination and again in the general 

election. 

Mr. Worthihgton. When you say w for senator," you mean for 
State senator ? 
Mr. Bradt. For State senator. 

Mr. Vak Cott. Have you a copy of the Weiser platform, Mr. 
Brady? . 
Mr. Brady. I have not. 

Senator Dubois. I think it is here some place, Mr. Van Cott,. 

Mr, Vak Cott. Yes; you asked for it, Senator, and I thought Mr. 
Brady would have it. That is the reason I asked. 

Mr. Bradt. I call your attention to the record in this case and to 
the testimony of Mr. Charles M. Owen, on page 416, and ask if you 
Will just run down those names of persons who are reputed to be 
poly gamiste— 

Mr. Worthingtok. That Mr. Owen says are reputed to be polyga- 
roists, 

Mr. Vak Cott. And see whether you know any of them* 

Mr. Bradt (after examining the list) . Some of those men I know, 
and some I do not. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know stoy of them to be polygaraistst 

Mr. Bradt. Yes, sir. -,. -.^u^^ . 

Mr. Vak Coot. Do they now live m Idaho t 

Mf. Bradt. Theones iknow do: yes, sir. 
i Mr* Vak Cott. The others you do not know t . 

Mr. Bradt. IV others I da not know* This hst was furnished to 
me at that tin***** investigated it very carefully* I found at that 
time that five of tfeese men— and I am unable to say which ones they 
were— do not live in Idaho, and since this list was made two of these 
mm have died, one aged 8a and one aged 84 years, leaving of this 
fig! now, who are in Idaho* according to the best of my knowledge 
Isjfc^ , .- .. . . 

Mr* Wortoikotok* Senator Dubois, do you want the clause m this 
Weiser platform relating to polygamy to go in t 

Senator Dubois. Yes. * 

Mr. Wo*Ti?m<iTOK. That can be put in at this stage. 

The Cimjrmak. Let it go in without reading. ~ 

Mr. Worthikotok. It is the paragraph headed " Polygamy." 

The paragraph referred to is as follows : 

w FOLTGAMT. 

u We also instruct our delegates to said national convention to use 
every honorable means to have said convention place a plank in the 
national Democratic platform advocating such amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States as will authorize Congress to pass 
such national legislation as may be necessary to suppress polygamy or 
unlawful cohabitation within the United States or any territory sub- 
ject to its jurisdiction, and to provide for the punishment therefor. 

w We also call the attention of the people of the Sjate of Idaho to 

&f act that there are no adequate means '.of enforcing the laws in 
w for the pumstasnt of ihose living in polygamy or unlawful 
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cohabitetion* tad we favor the enactment of additional laws for the 
immediate auppreseion of such vice and the punishment of those who 
praetiOB & And we ask the Democrats of this State to bear this in 
mind in selecting their delegates to the Democratic State convention, 
to be held in Lewiston August 15 next" 

Mr. Vaw Cott. Mr. Brady, in Idaho do you have political parties, 
political contests, and chairmen, the same as in other States ? 

Mr. Brady. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cow;. What is your system of balloting ? Is it the Aus- 
tralian system? 

Mr. Brady. Yes, sir; the Australian. , ■ ■' . 

Mr. Worthington. A "man can vote without anybody knowing how 
he votes? I 

Mr. Beady. Yes; he goes in the booth absolutely alone and casts 
his vote* 

Mr. Wobthinoton. How long has that been in operation ? 
Mr. Brady. About five years now. 

Mr. Van Cott. Has there ever been any denial made in Idaho that 
Senator Dubois wrote the letter to Senator McConnell that you cir- 
culated in the Mormon counties? 

Mr. Brady. No, sir ; I have the original. I did not bring it with 
me, but I have it and have read it. It is in my possession at Pocatello 
now. Senator McConnell sent it to me. 

Mr. Van Cott. ThatisatiL 

lite Chairman. Mr. Tayler, you may inquire. 
• y#l> say you* went over this list of 20 alleged polvga- 

mists and you found that some of them are polygamists and others 
you did not know, and some did not live in Idaho at all ? 

Mr. Brady. That was the result of the investigation I made* I did 
notddtha^ 

Mr. Tayi^ any significance to be at- 

tached to the fact that a man named here did not live in Idaho ? 
Mr. Brady. I did. 

Mr. Tayijbr. If he had a plural wife in Idaho and came there and 
staved with her, that was not an offense against good morals there ? 

Sfe. Brady. If he would do that we would consider that he lived 
there. ^JKAhoM^-A 

Mr. Taymbb. Surely. Here is Apostle Cowley. There was no pre- 
tense, Was there, that ne did not live in Utah, if that is where he lives? 

Mr. Brady. #0, sir. 

Mr. Tatxbr. But the name was jepven there of the woman with 
whom he cohabitated at Preston, Oneida County. 
Mr. Brady. Yes. 

Mr. Tayxer. You would not feel any indisposition to prosecute 
Apostle Cowley, would you? 
Mr. Brady. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Because he happened to live in Utah? 
Mr. Brady. None in the least 

Mr. Tayubr. I understood you to attach some importance to the fact 
that a man did not live in Idaho, although he might cohabit with a 
woman there. 

Mr* Brady. No, I did not You must have misunderstood me. 
My idea is that there were five. I made my investigations and I did 
not include him as one of these five. I can not remember the names, 



becanae X did not know until r^mp short timo. by telegraph, before 
I came here tlmt I wee to be called here, or I could, here' brought 
some of these tilings with me that would hare aided the oommittee 
C4&f&3erably, I think, in determining the facts that I tried to state. 

Mr. Tatlrr. How many Methodist Voters are there in Idaho? 

Hr. Bradt. How many what? 

Mr. Tatxrr. Methodist voters. 

Mr, Bradt. I did not canvass all the counties for the. Methodist 
votej but there are about 600 in Ada Ountyv ' 
Mr. Tatler. Six hundred in the State? 

Mi*. Bradt, No; in Ada County. I did not charge my mind with 
them. 

Mr. Tatlrr. Of course you took just as much pains to find out how 
many Methodists and Congregationalists and Christians and all that 
sort of thing there are, as Mormons? 

Mr. Bradt. 1 did not » 

Mr* Tatlrr. You sent President Budge up to Blaine County? 

Mr. Bradt. I did hot He went up there* I don't think you Will 
accuse me of sending him up there. 

Mr. Tatlrr. That is what he said. 

Mr. Bradt; I will explain that to you. 
r Mr* Tatubr, That is what he said. I do not want to misquote you. 
He said that in substance. 

Mr. Worthikoton. The witness says he did not say he sent him. 

Mr. Brady. If he did* he stated what wis not a fact, because I 
think* under existing conditions, I would be a little too shrewd for 



Mr. Tatlrr. Why would you be too shrewd to do it under existing 
conditions? . ... ■ . _ • , • , 

Mr. Bradt. Because Mr. Budge going up there— the Mormon peo- 
ple of Idaho would resent church lnterferenee in nolitics right now. 
You people here may not understand it nor know it, but the Mormon 
people do not want it any more than anybody else does. 
Mr. Tati^. How did he coitte to go up there? 
Mr. Bradt. I wanted these things taken ttp there. 
Mr. Tatlrr. What? 

Mr. Bradt. I wanted these articles I had, the attacks on these Mor- 
mons, taken up there. My policy was to get this out to all these. Mor- 
mon people. 1 had got them at every place except to Blaine County, 
and I wanted these to be taken there by a man in whom those people 
had confidence. I wanted Mr. Kimball, who is president of the stake 
in which Senator Dubois lives, and who is a consistent Democrat, to 
go up there, but he would not do it, and I did not think to make any 
further arrangement about that I asked Budge and some of those 
fellows to see that those things got up in there. He or the parties 
could hot get Kimball, evidently, to go, and Mr. Budge took the re- 
sponsibility on himself and went up there. 

Mr. Tatlrr. Mr. Budge says he never knew there were any Mor- 
mons up there until you told him. \ . 

Mr. Bradt. That is probably true; They were a small factor- 
that is, not over 90. 

|fo Tatlrr. Anyhow, he went up there as a result of a conversa- 
tion he had with you? 



, Mr. Brady. Doubtless. There is no question about that; but it 
to my expecting him or desiring him to go there, I did not do it 
Mr. WosrmxG'roN. To what page or the testimony do you refer, 

.M&;Ta^^ '■ .-'..:..v. ^ >• 

Mr, Tayler. Pages 282 and 283 of the second volume, You have 

not. been in polities there very long ? • 
Mr. Brady. No, sir; I do not claim to be a politician, 
Mr. Tayler. In regard to this journey that President Budge, who 
is quite an old man, took to Blaine County. It was quite a long 
journey, was it not? ) 
Mr. Brady. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. About two to three hundred miles! 

Mr. Brady. Yes; to where he went it must have been 200 miles. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Budge says that that was very little for him to 
do commit to what he sometimes does. 

Mr. Brady. That was very little. If he don't do more than that, 
he don't 

Mr, Tayugh. That was^ while you were running the party in Idaho 
that he did in the campaign that which was something, according to 
his view! . , ^ . . : . " • 

Mr. Brady. That ; is right-^simply to circulate those documents. I 
did not attach any importance to that. 

Mr. Tayler* You did not attach any importance to his taking that 
long journey? # . . 

Mr. Brady. Not to him. I did not expect him to take it 

Mr. Tayler. You told us the result was unfortunate. You loft 
Blaine County? 

Mr. Brady. No; I do hot attribute the loss altogether to that — not 
at all. The sheep question entered into it 

Mr. Tayler* Do you not know that you did better in Blaine County 
than you did in 1902? 

Mr. Brady. Very little better. 

Mr. Tayler* You did better, did you not ? • 

Mr. Brady* No; I do not understand it so. You have got the vote 
there, but I do not understand it so. 

Mr. Tayler. I see the figures here. I discover you did better than 
you did in 1902. 

Mr. Worthington. Are the figures in the record? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes; they are in the record. 

Jfo. WoRTiiiNGTON. Wnere in the record ? 

Mr. Tayler, You put them in yesterday. I have to take what yon 
put in as true. « . 

Mr. Worthington. I am simply asking what are the figures to 
which you refer, that I may See whether what you say about them is 
correct 

Mr. Tayler. They are your figures. That is the important thing. 

Mr. Worthington* The question is not as to our figures, but your 
deductions from them. r 

Mr. Tayler. Not at all. It is not a deduction. 

Mr. Brady, you told us something about Idaho County, and about 
the resentment up there against the effort to array one part of the 
State against the other. Is that right? 

Mr. Brady. I did no mean to £ut it 96 strong as that I meant 
simply to say that the majority, evidently, of the Democrats of Idaho 



County— who are certainly not Mormons ik>t syinpEthiaMrs with 
Mormoii*-~voted and carried that county for Mr. Gooding this year. 
Mr. Tayxjb* For whom! 

Mr. Bradx. Mr, Gooding. Roosevelt carried it by a way-Hp major- 
ity; bat I am baaing all my statements to-day, Mr. Taylor* on Mr. 
Gooding's vote, which is certainly the most unfavorable vote that we 
can have in the State, for the reason that the entire fight was made 
against Mr. Gooding and not for Mr* Parker. 

Mr. Tatxjbb. WeD, I discover that Mr. Roosevelt carried Idaho 
Couaty by 1,400, and Mr. Gooding carried it by less ton 800. 

Mr. Bbapy. Tea; that is right 

Mr. Tatlkr, So that; the expression of resentment in that county 
of the attitude taken toward the Mormons in the" southern part of the 
State would seem to be a little uncertain. 

Mr. Bbaot. Well, you must understand that the Democratic lead- 
am were trading Mr. Parker for the Heitfeld vote wherever they 

Mt. Tatlkr. You are talking about an inference, are you not f You 
have been in politics some, ana you have told us the Australian ballot 
is used. Do you not know that no trading can be done except every 
individual voter who does the trading does it and knows of it. 
Mr. Bradt. Well, they must have evidently done that 
** *** t axe inierrinsr itf ; '.'''-v.'' '''^/v-v.'TV'i-'' 

shows it 

; from the difference between Good- 
m re-Mormon in a Gentile county-^*— 
les; x compared tne votes. 
Taths. X do not want you to be misinterpreted, but the point 
rather one of general deduction from this situation, because we can 
from those ngttree. How can it be that trading of that 



unless 






Australian ballot „ 
and the vote -of Gooding 



men vote as units and not in 
was generally, known as positive as any- 




It was understood. It 

i-tw-v- - -v, , * - M « Roosevelt was rigjit with 

f Heitfeld ahead of Parker. Mr. Parker was nominated 
Louis. The same plank identically, I understand, was adopted 
lit Louis platform that was adopted in the platform of the 
. Democracy. Now, why should they resent or throw away or 
. against Parker when the same conditions existed to Mr. Parker 
in the nation as existed to Heitfeld in the State f 

Mr. Taixjbr. The answer to that would not disturb me at all. I 
could answer that very quickly, but still it would not serve any useful 
purpose. It is quite apparent to me what the reason woula be. I 
think that is siL 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Brady* will you be kind enough to name any 
one Democratic lady who wanted to trade her vote? 
Mr. Bradt. State that again, please. - 

Senator Dubois. Name one of these Democratic ladies throughout 
the State who made proffers to trade her rote. 

Mr. Bradt. I can not do that I don't pretend to. 

Senator Dubois. Can you name anyone who ever stated that trad- 
ing was Imng done -on the lines you indicate! 



mam shoot. M# 

Mr, Brady* I can not, Senator, iidrie any person in Idaho who 
offered to exchange thai* vote. I do know that they were not asked 
to vote lor Parker, and thai there was no speech made in the cam- 
paign that advocated their voting for him : and the results show that 
Farker ran just about as far behind Heitf eld as Roosevelt did ahead 
of Gooding 

Senator Dubois. You took the pains to take down my speeches! 

Mr. Braot. On different occasions; yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Did I not advocate Judge Parker as strongly as I 
advocated Henry Heitf eld in all my speeches? 

Mr. Brady. Koj in no speech, Senator, On what occasion did you 
advocate the election of Mr. Parker? 

Senator Dubois. Oh, in almost every speech. I did not go into the 
State platform or the national platform. I asked them to support 
the national ticket and the State ticket That you will find in almost 
all the speeches. At one or two places I may have left it out, but not 
often. You say there was no bother or no trouble anywhere during 
the campaign in Mormon communities f 

Mr. Bradt. Not that I heard of, Senator. 

Senator Dubois. Did you ever hear of Mr. Clay, the candidate for 
Omgrese, addressing an audience at Preston ? 

; J&|3ftpaB^.: Yes, sir ; I did. ;.;■[:*■ 

Senator Dubois. What did you hear about that! 

Mr. Bradt. I asked some of the gentlemen that were there about 
it; ^\ ^ kind occurred <$ was 

very sorry indeed; that Mr. Clay was a gentleman, and was entitled 
to fair treatment. They said there was absolutely nothing to it. 
They explained the matter, Senator, by saying that Mr. Clay made 
a very rabid speech; as they called it, and after he was done speaking, 
this man got up, in a nice manner-— he used good language, and 
abused nobody — and simply told him he was not in accord witn what 
Mr. Clay had said, and was not in accord with the methods of the 
State committee. After he sat down Mr. Clay got up and made 
another talk, and the meeting ended* Mr. Jackson made the state- 
ment publicly afterwards that a whole lot of the young Mormons— of 
the men that were there — came to them after the meeting and said, 
just as you say, u We are with you in this fight We approve every- 
thing you say.'' 

In the way of explanation here, I want to say something about 
these young Mormons in Idaho. You people here in the East do 
not understand -our conditions. We have there a population of 
225,000 people. Let us say that we have 56 polygamists, who mar- 
ried their wives before the manifesto. Now, out of the 40,000 Mor- 
mons that we have, 56 is a very small number. You must remember 
that there are a great many children who are not polygamous chil- 
dren, whose parents before them were not polygamists for any gen- 
eration, and they say to these other people that they do not proppse 
to stand for this thing. They propose, just exactly as Senator Du- 
bois says, to wipe this out themselves, If they come East and regis- 
ter at a hotel, and it is found out they are from Idaho or Utah, and 
they are Mormons, the first thought that enters anybody's head is 
polygamy. You must understand that we have got homes out there, 
ana that they are pure, outside of this blot that we might say was 
on years ago; and it is generally understood that those people are 



doing the best they ©an, miJ p^k tw jwl m 

tauea opposed ^Id pwygiray as y^ or I cy anyboay atBe. 
It i» ?IW to these jrani peopk <mt there to asy that. 
Senator Dubois. Wm the cfattrinan of this insisting th# one who to- 

id In the controversy with Mr* H3sy! 
. Jr, Bbaot. I und«r«UBd to; yes, air. 
Mr* Dubois* He tw * Democratic leader. 
Mr. Biadt. Oh, yet; it wm* DwtKK^Uo m^ing. 
Senator Dubois. Did it* not objwst to Mf. Way a ftaternent and 
enter into a defense of polygamy f Was not that his objection I Did 
he not defend polygamy as the Democratic presiding officer of this 
meeting! < . , ; ,•'.>. • . 

Mr. Bbaot. I have f orgotten who it Was that discussed that with 
me, I can not give you t&> niime of my informant, I wi«h I cx>uld ; 
but he told me that that was absolutely false i that he did not take up 
the position of defending polygamy f that he Just simply said in a 
nice way that he was not m accord with them. I do not mean to say 
whether that was true or whether the facts brought to me were cor- 
rect or not, but that is what was brought to me. 4; i 

Senator Dubois. How Bsany Mormons do iron think are in Idaho, 
outside of the southeastern counties, so called! 
Mr. Wobthihotok. Do you mean voters, or the whole population! 
Senator Dubois; AU the M^raa*** ^ 

Mr. Bbaot. Outside of the southeastern counties, do you mean! 
Senator Dubois, Outside of the six counties mat are commonly 

Mr. Bbaot. I classed the vote after my poJL I put the vote at 600. 

Senator Dubois. Outside of those counties! 

Mr. Bbaot. Outside of those counties* yea, sir. v 

Senator Dubois. How many Mormons would tliat probably repre- 
sent! ;•;>*. ■ ;>,;> , yr-fU;^' -^M'K^.^- w ■ ; ;•: ' ■ .•• ■ 

Mr. Bbaot. Well, taking it on the figures in the rest of the State, 
ft would be about three to one. That would be about 1.500. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Brady, do you think any Gentile Republicans 
in the southeast supported Parker for President! 

Mr^ Bbaot. I do not ; no, sir. ; ; 

Senator Dubois. Do you think any Gentile Republicans supported 
Heitfeld for governor! « 

Mr. Bbaot* Yes; doubtless. 

Senator Dubois* About how man/ would you think! 

Mr. Bbaot. I would not attempt to make an estimate. It was not 
any particular number, but there are always votes that way going 
backward and forward. 

Senator Dubois. They were in every precinct, were they not! 

Mr. Bbaot. No; I would not say so, Senator. I would not think 
*o* It was not perceptible; 

Senator Dubois. I will put it another wjiv. Do you not think 
there were Gentile Republicans in southeastern counties who voted 
fbr Heitfeld to make up for the loss of Mormon votes to him ? 

Mr; Bbaot. No : I would not think that, My honest judgment is 
that the Democratic party* outaide of Bear Lake County, toted pretty 
straight for the ticket— voted lb* Parker and for Heitfeld right 
straight along. For instance, I took down some of the counties there, 
'Bad Si Bannock County Roosevelt ran 48 ahead of Gooding and par- 




Imp 49 jJm4 0$ d < TJuifc (imiwmtfftt^f^ to 
party wrtawae P**ttJ together there? In Oneida C 

So it afsowa to my mind satisfactorily Chut the vote in thorn «*t0k 
eastern counties nm my eta* together on the Presidential rote. 

Than mother thing, Senator* The rami 1 think the raesttan 
wit sa&le*! by the Gentike outside of the Mormon counties la from 
the fact that you can girt Mr. Gooding his majority in the $ 
northern counties and in Ada* Blaine, Boise, and Washington, malt* 
ing 10 counties, and you can throw out the entire Republican role of 
the other 11 eountiee— that in to say, throw out the entire Republican 
vote from the 6 southeastern counties and from Custer, Elmore, 
Lemhi, Lincoln, and Owyhee, and give Senator Heitfeld the mijam 
Democratic rote that wae cast in those counties— and Governor Good- 
ing is stfll elected by a mall majority. Now, there is certainly no 
claim on anybody's part that those 10 counties are influenced in any 
way by the Mormon vote or church* and it seems to me that it demon- 
strate* vary clearly that the people voted the Republican ticket in 
Idaho this year because they believed in Republican principles and 
that they did not believe you were justified in raising this church 
issue in Idaho at this time. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Brady, would you favor a constitutional 
amendment against poly gi my and unlawful cohabitation, or do you 
think there is any necessity for it! 

Mr. Brady. I think that is strong enough in our constitution now, 
certainly. That is, you mean in the State ? 

Senator Dubois. No; national. 

Mr. B*aoy. As to that question, gentlemen, Idaho will leave that 
to you. If after this investigation you people think that it is needed, 
I would favor it, and Idaho will adopt it. 

Senator Dubois. Would you favor taking the teat oath out of our 
Idaho constitution ? 

Mr. Bkaot. I would not 

Senator Dubois. You would oppose that! * 

Mr. Bbabt. I would oppose it 

The Chaismak. Is there anything further! 

Mr. Wobthington. There is one thingMr. Taylor asked you about 
that I have not got clear in my mind. That is about Idaho County* 
I understood you to say that in Idaho County there were a great 
many Roman Catholics. 

Mr. Bsadt. Yes, sir; a very large settlement 

Mr. Woktminoton, And you said something about the A. P. A. in 
connection with that matter. What was thatf 

Mr. Braot, Well, we took the position with those Catholics up 
there that this was a similar move to the A. P. A. against the Cath- 
olics. 

Mr. WosgBXKOTON. In other words, that it was religious perse- 
cution t 

Mr. BftAnr. That it was religious persecution, and not political 
That was the position we took with those people up there, 

Mr. WowranfOTON. How does the result of the election in that 
county support your deduction that this argument influenced the rota 
of the men of that faith inthat bounty! 

Mr. Bbatt. Because Governor Gooding carried it by almost 800, 
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lit has never been carried Wore by the Republicans In tfee history 
the State. W* also cani^ Lwnhi f County, jBoise County, Owyhee 



and Idaho C^tfri^ carYtcd by 

i« BfouMioana since the a^mJstfoa of Idaho as a State. This, as 
you all know, is the first Republican electoral vote that was ever 

P van by the State of Idaho for a Republican President; We took 
from the Democratic party, who have always had it, with a very 
larjp majority in 1806 in favor of the Democratic nominee, and 
delivered it to the Republican party by one of the largest majorities 
of any State in the Union. In fact, we lined it up beside Vermont 
and Pennsylvania and Maine. 
The Chairman. Is it really necessary that the witness should tell 
, what States of the Union had a majority less than this! 

Mr. Van Cott. By what majority dad the Republicans carry the 
Stete of Idaho? 
Mr. Brady. By about 29,000 majority. 

Mr. Tayleb. Have you not many other counties in Idaho that 
increased their Republican vote far more than Idaho County? 
Mr. Brady. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Ta tta*. Take any of them. Take Ada County ? 

Mr. Bkady. The conditions exist the same in Ada as in Idaho 

.' County. '■ %l : !;. :';'> >'.' -'.'V. . 

Mr. Tayij*. Did not the majori^ in Ada County exceed the 
inaJty^ 

Jfc. Woethinotox. Do y ou mean on the State ticket or the national 
ticket? 

Mr. Tayxer. On the State ticket I am referring to the strength 

Mr. Beady. I have not figu^ that closely , Mr. Tayler, but I think, 
if you will figure % you will see the gain from what it was two 
years ago until now— the proportionate per cent in gain— is larger. 
That was Democratic, It came from Democratic to Republican. 
Ada County increased about 1,200 inajority, whtte this increased 
about 000, but the proportionate vote was taken from the Democratic 
and put on the Republican side, which makes, I think— I will not 
eay pqpively^^ out you will find it is 

#x>—* gain in Idaho County as great as, if not greater than, in Ada 

^^•iStir Dubois. Do I understand you to say that you think they 
made the Catholics in Idaho County believe that this was a sort of 

aniu P* A. fight! :r.;X;/.: : lC.£ ■■•K:Y { ;; : ^^ : 
Mr. Bhaoy. We talked that, Senator. There is no question about 

it .,• . 

Senator Dubois. Do you riot know, and does not everybody in the 
State know* that Senator HeltfeloTid ^ 

Mr. BaAOr. Certainly. There is no question about it, and he got 
t^t in a Catholic county. He got beat in his own county and in his 
owa ward. ,, : > > , i 

Senator Dubois. Would he be ■ lilp^^'Ai' P. A. fight ? 

Mr, Bbaoy. Hip did hot make it We were telling the fellows what 

■ ■'■■■■■<■■■■ 



Mr. Vi^ Corr, We would like the Idaho witnesses to remain over 
antil they can read their testimony. There had been a very slight 
opportunity 80 far to examine it J*or that reason we want them to 
remain until they can read over the testimony and we can have the 
benefit of a full conference with them. 

The Chairman. All right. Who is your next witness f 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Whitecotton. 

TESTIMONY OF J. W. V, WHITlCOTTOir 

X W. N. WHrrECOTiON, being duly sworn, was examined, and 
testified as follows: 
Mr. Va^ C^ Whitecotton! 
Mr* WHrrjBCOTtON. J. W. 14V Whitecotton. 
Mr. Van Ckwr. What is you^ 
Mr. Whtteoott^ 

Mr. Van Cott. Where were you born? 

Mrv Wait^ In 'l?ia)^.:(%ahty,:%y;'..- 

Mr. Van Cott. How long did you live in Kentucky ? 

Mr. Whitk&tton. UritiFl was about 18 years of age, 

Mr. Cott. Did you attend college ? 

Mr. Whitecotion. Not in Kentucky. 

Mr. Van Cott. But did you attend college ? 

Mr. WmTiooTTON. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you a college graduate? 

Mr. WHrrBCorroN. fco, I did not graduate from the classical 
department I left before I finished my course. 

Mr. Vak Cott. Where did you go to from Kentucky? 

Mr* WtoTiooTTON. To K 

Mr. Van Cott. And from Kansas ? 

Mr. Whiteootton. I went to Utah. 

Mr. Van Cott. When did you first go to Utah? 

Mr* Whitecotton. I arrived in Utah on the 28th of September, 
1889. < ; ^ 

Mr. Van Cott. Where have you lived since 1 889 ? 

Mr. Whittbootton. In Provo City. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that where Senator Smoot lives? 

Mr. Whitbootton. It is. 

Mr. Van Cott, Have you any profession ? 

Mr. WmTBcoTTON. I nave. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is it? 

Mr. WmTWX>TTON. Lawyer. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you been in the practice of that 
profession? 

Mr. Whitbootton. Something over fifteen years. 
Mr. Van Cott. In Utah? 
Mr. WHrmsoTTdN; Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you a member of the Mormon Church ? 

Mr. Whitbootton. I am not. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you ever been? 

Mr. Whit»cotton. I never have been. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you a member of any church ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Nominally, yes; a sort of brother-in-law to the 



dmrch. My wile is A member of the church, and nominally I am a 
ttisjnber. 
Mr. Van Corr. What church t 
Mr. Whiwootton. The Congregational Church. 
Mr. Van Corr. In a general way will you state how extensively 
you hate traveled over the State of Utah, and what opportunities 
you have had to become acquainted with the Mormon people! 

Mr. Whitbooton. I am intimately acquainted over tftah County, 
In Wasatch County. Carbon County, Emery County, Sanpete County, 
Grand County. Millard County, and I have considerable acquaintance 
in Salt Lake County, more particularly in the city, as also in Weber 
County,but more particularly in the city of Ogden. 

Mr. V AN Cow. Territorially, about what proportion of the inhab- 
itable part of the State are you familiar with I 

Mr. Whiteootton, Well, I am more or less familiar with* proba- 
bly, more than two-thirds of the State, territorially, but so far as the 
population is concerned, my acquaintance extends over probably 80 
per cent or more of the State. 
Mr. Van Corr. In what county is Provo? 
Mr. WHiTBooTroKi Provo is in Utah County. 
Mr. Van Cott. Which is the most populous county of Utah ? 
Mr. Whiteoottok. Salt iAke. 
Mr. Van Corr. And what next! 
Mr. WHrriooTW)N. Utah. 
, Mr. Van Corr. Did you have any occasion to become acquainted 
with the Mormon people in Utah soon after you arrived f 

Mr. WmwooTroN. Yes; I had such occasion, as a man in my pro- 
fession has in a town the size of that; and we had, very soon after my 
arrival there, a city campaign come on. I arrived there the last of 
September, and the municipal campaign opened, I think, about the 
1st- of January. It is possible that it was in the latter part of 
December, but my best recollection is it was after the 1st of Jan- - 
nary. It was. at any rate, for the election in February following* 

Mr, Van Corr. At that time were there any political parties in 
Utah, in the sense of national political parties! 

Mr. WHrnKJorroN. No; there was no national politics there, no 
organisation by any party along national lines. 
Mr. Van Corr. It was Mormon and anti-Mormon. 
Mr. Whiteootton. The parties were designated the People's party, 
which stood for the Mormon Church ana people, and the Liberal 
party, which was the organization of the Gentiles. 

Mr. Van Corr. By repute I suppose you knew that polygamy and 
unlawful cohabitation existed in the State of Utah ? 

Mr. Whiteootton. Yes; it was evident every day. Men were 
being arraigned in court every day— I think from one to two or three, 
sometimes more— for polygamy or kindred offenses. I think the 
great majority of the cases were those of unlawful cohabitation. 
Mr. Van Cott. When did the parties divide on political lines? 
Mr. Whiteootton. That is somewhat uncertain. There was no 
talk about division until after the manifesto, which was issued, I 
think, about the 6th of October, 1890. Soon after that manifesto was 
issued! and had been discussed somewhat by the people the question 
of dividing iip on political lines began to be agitated. It was early 
in the year 1891 that the first organised work along political lines, 
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that I know of, was done. At that time Mr, George Sutherland, who 
has been a member of Congress here, and has just been nominated 
by his party caucus for the United States Senate, made a tour 
through Sanpete Countv, holding meetings and instructing the 
people along the lines of Republican doctrine, as we understood it 
While there may have been earlier efforts in other parts of the State, 
so far as ray knowledge goes that was the first movement in the 
direction of party organization* 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know of any other person who took an 
active part in those early days in advancing Republican doctrine? 

Mr. WHii*c»rw>x. ies; at the very beginning of that fight one 
of the first men in our community who came out was the present 
Senator Smoot He was not an official at that time. He was a 
young man in the town. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, Mr. Whitecotton, commencing with the time 
that you went there, in 1889, up to a little after the issuance of the 
manifesto, I wish you would describe the condition that existed in 
Utah, paying special attention to the feeling between Mormons and 
Gentiles, the bitterness, if there was any, and things of that kind, to 
show and to give to the committee the state of feeling that existed 
before the Mormon church issued the; manifesto. 

Mr. WfinicowpN, As nearly as I could sense the sentiment, when 
I went to Provo, the Mormon people stood as a unit together. The 
non-Mormons, w GentUes, stow as a unit; in opposition. Of course, 
in Provo, ana everywhere outside, I think, of Salt Lake City, the 
Gentiles were in the hopeless minority everywhere in the Territory. 
The Gentile people seemed to consider themselves largely a committee 
of the whole, whose business it was to advocate the enforcement of 
what was then known as the " Edmunds-Tucker law." AH of the 
governmental machinery of the Territory was in the hands of the 
Gentiles, The courts were all constituted by the Federal authorities. 
The prosecuting officers, the marshals with all their deputies, were all 
Gentiles at that time, and nobody was allowed to sit upon a jury who 
could not take an oath that was a species of test oath; and it was 
known and accepted there as a fact that, so far as the organization of 
the people for political purposes was concerned, the Mormons stood 
together. They nominated their candidates for office. The Gentiles 
went through the form of nominating officers, but it amounted to 
very little. Jhey dimply carried on a campaign as a sort of protest. 
The sentiment in the People's Party was usually quite unanimous. 

When the municipal convention was held in Provo, early in Janu- 
ary, to the best of my recollection, 1890, what they called a u slate " 
baa been prepared by the People's PaBy leaders, and was proposed 
there. There were two young men in that convention who protested 
against that slate. They said they were not consulted ; that the 
thing had been put up by the leaders, and was forced upon the peo- 
ple, and they protested against it. There was a local paper pub- 
lished there daily, on week days, that took these two young men to 
task very severely, and criticised them as! a couple of young upstarts. 
Mr. Tatxeb. How long ago was this? 
Mr. Whitiootton. That was early in January, 1890. 
The Chairman. Do you regard that as material, Mr. Van Cott? 



Hr* Vair Car*. I do regard it as very material, indeed, because it 
goes to show the sentiment that existed in the Territory at that time. 
I wish to state, and it would probably be better to state the purpose 
of it. that I wish to show by this evidence the tremendous progress 
that has been made in the State of Utah from the time it was a Terri- 
tory, in 1890, up to date, a period of fourteen years, 

Mr. WoaTHiNGTON. The other side went very fully into these mat- 
ters. 

The Chairman. I understand there is no objection to it. I did not 
see the bearing of it. 

Mr. Van Goto. That is the bearing of it, to show the tremendous 
progress made in fourteen years. 

The Chaibmax. The committee will stand adjourned until to-mor- 
row morning ; at 10 o'clock. 

The committee (at 5 o'clock p. m.) adjourned until Friday, Janu- 
ary 18, 1905, at 10 o'clock a. m. 



Washington, D* C, January 13)1905, 
The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Present: Senators Burrows (chairman), Foraker, Beveridge^Hop- 
kins, Knox, Dubois, and Overman; also Senator Smoot; also Robert 
W. Tayler, counsel for the protestants, and A. 8. Worthington and 
Waldemar Van Cott, counsel for the respondent. 

TB8TUI0HY OF J. W. WHITECOTTOM-Eefuined. 

^ ^ $^ previously sworn, was exam- 

ined, and testified as follows: 

jWtr. 1^ CSc^ what point you had reached in your 

statement last night ? ^ ; . 

j& WHrracOTTON. I think I was talking about the feelinir that 
had been engendered bv the campaign in Provo City, especially for 
1^ February election, 1890. 

The people were arrayed there against each other upon the lines 
of Mormon and non-Mormon. There was no political issue as such 
at all in the ean^aign.; The Liberals, to which party 1 belonged, 
charged that the Mormons were a unit in church and state; that the 
church had o^ affairs; and the Lib- 

er^ were sim^ nobody will dispute that 

that was the state of a&iw thero* 

The result of the election in Pi^vo (^ty was in favor of the 
People's Party, as they had probably at least 70 per cent of the votes 
there. 

Xxl Salt Lake City the result wii ^ilfereh^ The Liberals carried 
that election. Immediately after the olection in Provo petitions to 
Congress were circulated bjr the Liberals, >and generally signed by 
them, requesting Con^ss to legislation looking to the disfran- 
chisement of the l^wnoni^ 'I came of thatf but 
there was * great deal of feeling eli^deredlhere by the circulation 
anil the signing, by those who did sign it. ^ .■ 

Tlie Liberals succeeded in electing one man. That was the justice 



... bmcd *moot. ■ 668 

of the peace tor the city of Provo— Mr. A. A. Noon. I think he had 
only some eleven votes, but his election resulted from the fact that 
the nominee of the People's Party was not regularly placed before 
the people* 

Matters went on in that way during the year 1890 until October. 
I think, however, it was in September, if I am not mistaken, that 
the conventions for the nominations or candidates for Delegate in 
Congress occurred. The liberals placed in nomination 0. 0. Good- 
win, who was then the editor of the Salt Lake Tribune, the organ 
of the liberal party, while the PeopleV Party renominated John T. 
Caine, who was then a Delegate from Utah to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

That campaign was waged with a good deal of feeling, notwith- 
standing the Set that early in October the manifesto had been 
promulgated. There were some people who were willing to accept 
this manifesto as a surrender of the right to keep united the church 
and the state. The great body of the Liberals declined to accept 
that at all, however. 

The next year there was some falling off from the Liberal party 
and a gathering around party lines in local matters. But there was 
no general election that vear. In 1892 the fight still went on be- 
tween the body of the Liberal party, or Gentiles, and the Mormons. 
While there were two parties organized upon national lines, the 
Democratic and die Republican parties, the Liberals refused to dis- 
band, and they put a ticket in the field for Congress. I do not 
remember as to local matters whether they had a ticket or not 
But they nominated Mr. C. B. Allen for delegate in Congress in 1892, 
wnile the Republicans nominated Frank J. Cannon, who was after- 
wards elected a delegate and : subsequently United States Senator; 
and he was a Mormon. The Democrats nominated Joseph L. 
Rawlins, who was a Gentile and afterwards became a United States, 
Senator. That election resulted in the election of Mr. Rawlins as 
Delegate in Congress. 

After he took his seat here as a Delegate he began the work of 
procuring for Utah an enabling act. I do not remember just the 
date of the passage of that, act, but my recollection is it was in 
1894 that the act was passed, which provided for the election of 
delegates to hold a constitutional convention of Utah for the pur- 
pose of drafting and submitting to the people a constitution. 

That election was held, I think, early in 1895, if I am not mistaken 
as to the date. Anyhow, the constitutional convention was held in 




same time a full set of State officers and district officers was elected 
in the State. .. - 

In 1894. when we held the Congressional election, Mr. Cannon and 
Mr. Rawlins were again arrayed against each other, and we had no 
Liberal candidate that year, The liberal party had disbanded m 
the meantime and its members had aligned themselves along the 
national party lines. That election resulted in sending Mr. Frank 
J. Cannon here as a Delegate in Congress. That was a change from 
the Democratic Delegate to a Republican Delegate. 
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lit 180*, whan we elected the State officer*, we hud ooiiaidcrable 
trouble in the State over what was a Heged by the Democni tic party 
to be the interference of the church in political matters. 

After having put a ticket in the field in the regular course, there 
was called what wee known in Utah politic* ae the reconvened con- 
vention of Democrate. The purpose of that reconvened convention 
appeared to be to -protest against the interference, as it was claimed. 
Of the Mormon hierarchy m the political affaire of the State, yet a 
Territory; but this election was for State officers. 

There was very much bitterness and talk about this matter. There 
appears to have been a good deal of misunderstanding between cer- 
tain members of the Mormon Church who were well up in authority 
and the recognized heads of the church, particularly between Mr. 
Moses Thatcher, who was then an apostle, and Mr. Brigham H. 
Boberts, who was, I believe, a president of a seventy, whatever that 
may be. I am hot versed in the inside history or machinery of the 
church. 

These two men claimed that they had a right to offer themselves as 
candidates for political positions. As I understood it, the church 
authorities, the organization, claimed that those men, having engaged 
in certain service for the church, and having had duties laid upon 
them which were supbosed to be sufficient to occupy all their time, 
had no right, without the consent of their employers, to abandon that 
employment or to neglect their employment and take up other 
employment which would necessarily take them away from the scene 
$f their active duty. 

There was a good deal of discussion about it It was finally set- 
tled by mutual explanations, and the church authorities making 
known to these men that they had no disposition to interfere with the 
political freedom of the people nor with the political freedom of 
these men themselves; that thev simply claimed the right to require 
the service for which they had engaged the men in the beginning, * 
and that they had no right to hold those positions and go off and do 
work to the neglect of the first engagement 

The Chairman. I do not know that I understood you. My atten- 
tion was diverted for the moment. Who said this! 

Mr ; Whitijcotton. I say this was the result of mutual explana- 
tions. There was a trial had! That all occurs in the earlier part of 
this record — the charges that were preferred against Mr. Thatcher— 
and I understood Mr. Roberts 

The Chairman. Pardon me. I understood you to say that it was 
said they had no right to engage in other matters outside of the 
church, where they had been assigned to duty. 

Mr. Whitbcctton . Not outside of the church, but to the neglect of 
the duties they had undertaken for the church. 

The Chairman. I want to know who said that— what church 
authorities? 

Mr. WHrreooTroN. The president of the church, what is known as 
the first presidency, and several members of the apostolate. The 
name* are signed to the charges and the findings that were made, as 
appears in the earlier part of this record. 

The Chairman. I want to know whether they said that to you 
personally f 
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Mr. I^irw and under- 

standing in the country, is appears from these documents. They 
were punlished from time to time in the newspapers, and were taken 
into political meetings and discussed there. 

The heads of the church, as we understand it, claimed that they 
had been misunderstood and misinterpreted and misrepresented by 
Mr. Thatcher's utterances in this respect Mr. Thatcher gave utter- 
ance to expressions that indicated that he thought the heads of the 
church were depriving the people of their political liberties, and he 
proceeded to wage a campaign on that line; and the church authori- 
ties finally, it seems, succeeded in convincing him that they had no 
such thought, but all they meant to do was to lay down the principle, 
and enforce it, that a man who occupied a position which required his 
time should not accept other employment that was incompatible with 
the discharge of those duties. They finally patched up a peace— they 
explained and Mr. Thatcher apologized, angf the matter was dropped. 

However, in the meantime, the legislature had assembled and had 
elected two United States Senators, who were both Republicans— Mr. 
Frank J. Gannon and Mr. Arthur Brown — who were elected by the 
legislature in January, 1896. That was the first State legislature. 

jFrom that time on down until how we have heard in Utah more or 
less complaint^ first by one party and then by another, that the Other 
side was getting aid in its political movements from the church. 
Now, whether it ever had that aid or not I do not know. One thing 
I do know, that both political parties there have contested every inch 
of ground, and have appeared to me always to be seeking any favor* 
able wind they might get from the church. For example, as late as 
the last camtmigri—I nave here a copy of the Deseret Jfews Of date 
November 7 last, I believe the day before election. This paper is the 
recognized official organ of the Mormon Church ; the Mormon people 
believe in this paper; they look to it for many things; and I find 
on the fifth page of the paper,- under the head of "Advertisement," 
the Republican ticket set out in full for President, and the State 
ticket and the judicial ticket of the third district, and the county 
ticket; and I find on what must be the ninth page— it is on next to 
the last page, it is not numbered, it is a page inserted— I find another 
advertisement with a rooster at the head of it, called "The Utah 
County Democratic ticket." 

This paper is published in Salt Lake City. There [exhibiting] is 
the Utan Democratic county ticket. 

Mr. Tayler. Utah County is not the county in which Salt Lake ia 
situated? v 

Mr. Wiutecotton. No, sir ; Salt Lake City is in Salt Lake County. 
Utah County adjoins it on the south. 
Mr. Tayler. Provo is in Utah County ? 

Mr. WmTEcarroN. Yes, sir; but this paper has general circulation 
in Utah County. There is also the national, the general ticket. 
Mr. VAK Corr. Democratic! . 

Mr. WhotcottOk. Democratic. So in this paper both parties 
published their tickets, not as political matter, so far as the deal be- 
tween the fellow who published it, the chairman, evidently, and the 
paper is concerned, because they are advertisements. There could be, 
in my judgment, no other reason for publishing these tickets in this* 



paper than that the parties hoped that thereby they might get some 
kind of aa indorsement for the ticket from the publication m which 
it occurred. 

Now, there waa no necessity for publishing it for any other reason, 
because the paper was publishing sample ballots of all the parties, 
setting forth all the tickets that were before the people. That was 
published as free matter, for general information. So, in order that 
they might catch any breeze that might be stirring for their political 
end, both parties have always kept their sails up, and that has been a 
general custom* Now, whether that had any effect whatever upon 
the election I do not know, of course. I can not tell anytluiig 
about it , , , 

The Chaieman. The gist of your statement is that in this paper, 
which is recognised as the organ of the church, both parties placed 
advertisements f # 

Mr. W mT B Ow r o N. Both parties secured advertisements in that 

^$he Chairman. That is what I understand you to have stated. 

Mr. Whiwk50ttok. That is what I understand; here is the paper 
that shows it [exhibiting]. . , * > * v r 

Senator Knox. What is the political complexion of that paper? 
Does it have any t :-r^^^^;, 

Ifc It has not any* Yet it has been accused by the 

Bepublican papers in the State 6i bein^ Demo<aiitic, But everybody 
«lse has asserted that the church is Republican. I do not know how 
they reconcile th^ the church is Republican, 

but that the church organ is Deiwx^tio. 4 

My own judgment is that the Deseret News has been as nearly a 
neutral paper, so far as political matters are concerned, as4t is pos- 
sible to publish and to give political news at all. It publishes the 
news, but I -hive toever been' able to see any partisanship for either 
party in that paper. , - • • .... m 

Mr. Vah Gorr, Have you finished your answer, Mr. Whitecotton ? 

Mr. i^mrmxmoH* X will simply say this: That so far as the church 
having taken part in politics is concerned, if it has not done it— and 
I know no evidence that it has; I mean that which is evidence to me; 
many people claim it has—it certainly has not been for lack of oppor- 
tunity. I know the political leaders in the State on both sides as 
appears by this paper, have sought always to get whatever breeze 
might come from that source, . ' . 

fir, Y*x Goto Now, calling your attention back for a moment to 
1889, or early in 1890, before the manifesto was issued* what wa^ the 
feeling between tiie Mormons aM the Gentiles there? Please state 
whether it was Mendir or whether it was one of intense bitterness, 

Mr. Whitbootww. There was a^great deal of bitterness and there 
was much friendship* Of course, scan* people, when they found 
themselves in opposition to each other, naturally cot mad with each 
other, and they had bitter feelings. Sometimes bitter things were 
said.-' . 

For instance, in my own case, I was a newcomer there. The local 
organ there used to make ftiia of jne^for ^ street; 
that I waa a newcomer, and that I had only recently got where I 
could get a square meal, and that when I came there my elbows were 
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otit. and thiit I lookcMl seedy generally, »nd that I had come in there 
ana picked up a little business, and how I was beginning to wear bet* 
ter clothes. Well, they advertised me a good deal in that way. I 
took it as a sort of a pleasantry, and generally got back at them 
pretty well i when I got on the stump. Perhaps I was to blame for 
their jumping onto me, because in the convention that nominated the 
People's P&ny ticket for. the election in February, 1890, as I stated 
yesterday, two young men in that convention bolted, in a sense. I do 
not know that they bolted the ticket after the convention closed, but 
they strenuously objected to the methods adopted in the convention. 
Those two young men were Reed Smoot and S. S. Jones, and this 
same paper that roasted me for being a newcomer roasted them for 
being a couple of young upstarts who dared to question the doings of 
their elders. 

Very soon after that I had occasion to make a speech in the opera 
house for the Liberal party— — 

Mr. Van Gmv Passing that for the moment I will ask you about 
the newspapers for the different parties in Utahj whether their dis- 
cussion was bitter and acrimonious! 

Mr. Whitbc»ttOn. Yes, sir; it was bitter; it was acrimonious; it 
might be said to be acrimonious. The local papers— I mean of the 
People's Party— charged that these Liberals were largely newcomers 
there, and if they did not like what they found they might pass on; 
that they had not been sent for ; that there were no strings upon them, 
or words to that effect, and they might go along. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention for a moment to the prosecution 
of criminal cases, I wish you would just state briefly the general con- 
dition that existed there, so as to show the manner in which the Mor- 
mons were prosecuted and sent to the penitentiary. 

Mr. TVhitecx>tton. We had at Provo City a district court. The 
Territory was divided into three districts. The first district was cut 
in two. The court sat at Ogden, Weber County, and in Provo City, 
but they had a judge each, both in the first district In the part of 
the first district that Provo was in we had Utah, Wasatch, Uinta, 
Juab, Millard, Sanpete, Sevier, Emery, which then included Carbon 
and Grand counties. Grand then included San Juan, which ex- 
tended to the Arizona line. 

The Chairman. Do you want him to state the details or just 
answer the question? 

Mr. Van Cott. I will be satisfied with the general result Will 
you repeat the question^ Mr. Reporter ? 

The reporter read as follows: 

u Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention for a moment to the prosecu- 
tion of criminal cases, I wish you would just state briefly the general 
condition that existed there, so as to show the manner in which the 
Mormons were prosecuted and sent to the penitentiary." 

Mr. Wbitkootton. From all these counties the Mormons who were 
charged with unlawful cohabitation were gathered in, after they had 
been indicted by the grand jury that met in Provo to investigate 
offenses in the territory that I have described. 

In addition to that there were in the various counties United States 
commissioners, before whom offenders were taken when they were 
first accused, and usually they Were bound over after a hearing to 



md jury tl^t met at Provo. So all the business for this entire 
„ thit ti why I mentioned them all^-waa carried on m Brovo. 
When I went there in the latter part of September, 1889, there was 
scarcely a day that thero were not iew ^ to eeveral a 
in the district court there on charges of unlawful cohabitation or 
adultery/ The meet of the charges were unlawful cohabitation, 
Mr. v Was that trne ill ta^ 

Mr. WitrrBooTxoN. I know the other districts only bv repute* but 
from newspaper reports it was about the same all over the Territory. 

Senator jD^is. Mr. Whiter You 
say most of the charges were fot unlawful cohabitation. . Were there 
many for polygamy f 

Mr. Whitbootton. I do not remember a case of polygamy m 

PrOVCv X\ : \y. 'r^:,::^ K ; ' ■ 

Senator Dtreois. Why were they for unlawful cohabitation instead 
of for adultery and po&gamy ana bigamy ? / ; v . 

Mr. WteiJCOTi&N. The ^ I can 

only give you my understan^mjj of it. The Edmunds law provided, 
as l remember, for punishing bitf^ I be- 

^ cohabitation was not 

provided for m that bill afc it was very diffi- 

cult to prove the sexual relations between these people and V therefore, 
While thejr were satisfied that the people were living in unlawful eo- 
habitation, they wore uiiabie tb orofe adultery. Therefore, in- order 
to reach the evil in its more hidden ways* unlawful cohabitation was 
made an offense, and it wa^ not necessary to prove any sexual relations 
between the parties. : vV/V- : - ■ : . 

Senator Dubois. That is jn^p% Would that same condition exist 

now* _ . • . _ '., 0 " - 

Serial were undertaken now? 

Mr.^Wi*^^ 
Sector Dtjbow. 

Mr. Wn^Ti^orroK, I think there would be the same difficulty at- 
tending thejproving of the sexiuil rations that existed then. 

Senator BSbom. So that you could only prove unlawful cohabita- 
tion? 

Mr. Wmraio^rroN; That is aU you c^ prove. I think they 
would encounter the same embarrassment they had before. 
- Senator Dubois: That is all I want to Irn^w, i 

Mr. Van Co-tt. From the hewspapers and what you knew gen- 
eraUy, was there ahy:^ occupa- 
tion In the Territory of Utah up j t6 this of the manifesto ? 

Mr. WHrrecOTio^. I never heard of a case, that I now remember. 

Mr. Van Corr. They were all eithe* in hiding or in the peniten- 

^ Wihioyrro "on the urider- 

|r^bufidi ,, A fellow who was hiding froni the officers was called "on 
fhVuiiderg^ ^ ; > , . 

Mr. Van Cott. That question existed tip to the time of the mani- 
festo? '" V-y^ y ':' : ' : 

MrV Wmrioot^ 

Mr. Van Cott, After the manifesto you have indicated aome of the 
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^neral improvements. Going along up to the present time, I wish 
you would indicate v ai»d inmctto conciselv, if possible, just whit 
improvements have resulted in the general situation in Utah from 
about 1889 up to the present time. 

Mti WatitEcm^Ni Whereas in 1889 I should say we would have 
maybe at the rate of more than a hundred a year in Provo, I do not 
think since that time, since the manifesto, these have been — I should 
say probably there have not been a dozen cases at Provo of unlawful 
cohabitation. That would be my judgment 

Mr. Tay&er. You mean cases in court? 

Mr. WHqrrECoi«roN. Cases in court. That is what I mean; yes, sir. 
Of course I do not know a thing about what has happened- 

Mr. Taywbb. The word "case" has that double meaning, and I 
thoughtyou meant court cases. 

Mr. Whitjsootton. Yes, sir; 

Mr. Van Cott. Indicate in politics what has been the improvement 
from the People's Party and the Liberal party up to the present time ? 

Mr. WHit^corroN. We have not any division there now, except on 
political lines ? the same as they have every where else. The Mormons 
and the Gentiles have all divided up on party lines. Everybody is 
either Republican or Democratic. We have a few Socialists there. 
That was true until last year, when there was revived what is known 
as the "American Party," but that had very little existence outside 
of Salt Lake City and county. That party polled, 'however, some- 
thing like 6,000 votes in Salt Cake County last year. 

Mr. Vah Cott. J wish you would indicate the general improve- 
ment in the feeling between Mormons and Gentiles in business and in 
every way; ^ „ 

Mr. wmTBCOTTON. So far as business is concerned, I have never 
observed any difference between Mormons and Gentiles. I have 
never found ^it in my own business. In fact, I think my proportion 
of Mormon businesses been as large as the proportion of Mormons 
over Gentiles, so far as I am concerned, since the time I went there. 

Mr. Van^Cott. What is the net result of the progress, in your opin- 
ion, up to the present time; from 1890, during tne fourteen years? 

Mr. WHriT5<x>TTON. To one who can remember the situation in 1889 
as to the feeling among the people generally, politically and other- 
wise, I should say the progress had been marvelous. 

The truth is, we seldom hear anything about Mormon or Gentile. 
We do not know what a man is; so much so that at the last municipal 
election, in 1903. a Gentile was nominated for city marshal in tnat 
town against a Mormon. This Gentile had been a deputy marshal 
who had run in polycamists or unlawful cohabitationists by the 
dozen. He was elected over the Mormon candidate by over 300, I 
think, When the town was Republican and the Mormon was a Repub- 
lican and the Gentile was a E>emocrat. And as to the justice or the 
peace, the same man who was elected by 11 votes in 1890, and was a 
rank Liberal, was elected in October or November, 1903, justice of 
the peace by over 300. 

Mr. Van Cott. How constant, in your opinion, do the Mormon 
voters adhere to their party lines ? 

Mr. Wbtt^ than the Gentiles 

throughout the State, because there never has been an organized re- 
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volt from thdrWy by A. Momons, white the. w M by the Gen- 
tiles last fall. They went off in a body of some 6,000. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention to the State officers, and without 
mentioning the details of it, bat giving general remits, will vou state 
how generally the Gentiles hare occupied State offices, ana the im- 
portance of those offices, and also the salaries f 

Mr. Whctbcottoh. I can not give any intelligent idea of that with- 
out naming the officers. 

The Mormons have never had a member of the supreme court yet 
The first three judges who were elected in Utah to the supreme bench 
were three of the mew— the three Republicans— who were there under 
appointment from the Federal Government and who had been sending 
these people to the penitentiary. 

In the district courts we had 10 district judges to begin with. In 
the third district, which embraces Salt Lake City and county, there 
was one Mormon elected in the beginning. That was Judge lie 
Grande Young. The rest were Gentiles. 

In the first district a Mormon was sleeted, and in the second. In 
the fourth that was true. In the fifth, in the sixth, and in the seventh 
the judges were all Gentiles. And those were all strong Mormon 
counties. 

Mr. Van Cott. Take the supreme court judges. The first three 
judges were Republicans! 

Mr. Whitboottok. Yes: of the supreme court 

Mr. Van Cott* And had they been judgjes who had been active and 
vigorous in sending Mormon people to the penitentiary for polyg- 
ainy and unlawful ^ohafcitationT • . . 

Mr. WMrraoorroN. Yes. Judge Zane was the pioneer in that line, 
and he was made chief justice. 

Mr. Van Cott. In the vote throughout the State how did their 
vote hold up with the Mormons who were on the general State ticket 
with them f * 

Mr. WHxraooTTON. There never was any difference. 

Mr. Van Cott. No difference? 

Mr. WmrawxiTON. None perceptible. There might here and there 
be a man who on account of some personal reason had a few more 
votes than another on the same ticket 

Mr. Van Cott. Skipping along to the present supreme court of 
Utah, are two of those judges now men who have been active in send- 
ing polygamista and men engaged in unlawful cohabitation to. the 
penitentiary! , 

Mr. Wbotcotton. Judge Bartch was a district judge there, and 
did that, and Judge McCSrty, who was elected two years ago last 
faU, was an assistant United States district attorney and prosecuted 
the Mormons. And after that he was elected to the district bench, 
and subsequently to the supreme bench. 

Mr. WoaTHttNOTON. What do you mean when you say he prosecuted 
the Mormons! 

Mr. Whitbcotton. I mean he prosecuted for unlawful cohabita- 
tion. They are about the only wnd of Mormons who ever were 
prosecuted. 

Mr* Van Cott. That is the offense fur which they were prosecuted! 
Mr. WmTaooTTON. Yes; that is the offense lor which they were 
prosecuted. 



llrv Vah Co*fc Htm did thoie m«n on the general ticket hold up 
with the Mornions on the sen^ 

JMfc -tout C6M Teke a few'Ultwtntions of prominent Gentiles who 
have been eii^ged fts judges in eentencing men to the penitentiary 
or m prosecuting them who have been elected over Democratic Mor- 
mons and popular nro on the general ticte^ ^ 

Ife Wicrrno^ was for a long 

tima United States ccanioissic^er, and Uwnd over a great many men 
from Sanpete County to th« grand jurv. He Was elected district 

very ^ s^pong^ M^ 1900. But he 

was defeated lor nomination Ia%fa!l* 

Mr* Vajt €t*r* Hovr did he hold up in his vote! 

Mr. W&rh&tor^. l^itik^'htl^n questioned. I do not know. 

Mr. Vait ^ McXJartv. ♦ 

Mr. WmmbotTfa. Richard W. Young was a very popular Mor- 
mon— a very strong man. He was ■'^^^■■ i i3m^im judge of the 
supreme court at the first election, and he was defeated. • So was 8. 
R. Thurman, a Very prominent Democrat »nd Mormon, a very able 
man. Both were defeated for judge of the supreme court at the first 
election. ; • ~ ' ■ ' ' ; ' 

Mr. Van Orr. Before 1890 were the Mormon people Democratic 

m Utalit 

Mr, WmtEcenro*. The election shows that they were Democratic 

Jfo/ Vajt there a good reason— a 

natural reason-^-why they should be ^ Deinocraticf — 

Mru Wnrnxx^ it was not really 

Democratic or Republican. It wis Mormon and anti-Mormon. The 
Mormons voted together against the Gentiles. That was the case 
prior to 18&4. ; , ; . ■ A 

Mr* ¥ criticism because the 

State went Republican. I now call your attention to the election of 
1802, when you had the vote for Mr. Rawlins, a Democrat, and the 
vote for Mr. Cannon, a Republican* and the Liberal vote. I will ask 
yon Whether, when that party dissolved, you would naturally expect 
the State to become Democratic or Republican! 

Mr. Whotootton. After the dissolution of the Liberal party, it 
was inevitable that it should be Republican. 

Mr. Yaw Go** Why! . 4 

Mr. WM i f icwfo if. Because I suppose at least three«fc*irths— that 
baa-always been the estimate— of the Liberals were Republicans, and 
when they disbanded in 189S and came into the Republican party, 
having polled about 0,000 votes in 1892, if three- fourths of those peo- 
ple were Republicans, when they came over there would be forty-five 
hundred going to the Republicans and fifteen •hundred to the Demo- 
crats. That would put a majority of 8,000 onto the Republican 
side, if it was otherwise equal. 

Mr. Vaw Cott. As a matter of fact, when the next general elec- 
tion was held, did the State go Republican \ 

Mr. WmMCOTtow. Ob, yes; it went Republican. I do not remem- 
ber What the majority was, but I remember very well that Mr. Cannon 
was elected a Delegate to Congress* 



Mr* Va* Cott. Omitting the film wave which swept war Utah, 
has Utah been consistently Republic** ever since f 

Mr. W*rraooTTON. Yea, sir* There sew ha* been a Democratic 
State officer elected except one, end tJ»rw*a in 1898, when we had the 
last swell of the silver tide, when Judge Raskin* .one of the most 1 rabid 
anti-Mormons ever in the State, was elected to the supreme bench. 
At the same time Mr. Roberts was elected to Congress* 

Mr. Yak Cotxy Is it your understanding that Judge Baskin had 
bean active for many years in advocating legislation in Congress 
against the Mormon people for the purpose of forcing them to give up 
polygamy and unlawful cohabitation t 

Mr. Whotcottojc. I understood ha had bean paid; had been kept 
here as a lobbyist in that interest 

Mr. Van Cott. How did Judge BasMn hold up with the Mormons 
on hie own ticket in the general vote of the State f 
♦ Mr* WinracoTTON . My recollection, although I will not be sure 
that I am right about it, is that Mr. Roberts had about sixty-five 
hundred and Judge Baskin fifty-eight hundred, I am subject to cor- 
rection on those figures. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was Mr. Roberts a very popular man in the State 
of Utah! 

Mr, WHrrBOorroK. He Was. He was at the head of the Young 
People's Improvement Association. 

Mr. Vak Cott. In traveling over the State, and in your acquaint- 
ance with the Mormon people, I will ask you to state what you have 
found to be their sentiment now in regard to the practice of polyg- 
amy— that is, I mean the contracting ol new polygamous marriages? 

Mr. Whitocottok. I think the decided sentiment of the Mormon- 
people in Utah is hostile to polygamy. 

Mr. Vak Cott. How is the sentiment of the Mormon people in 
Utah in regard to charges and rumors that the church interferes in 
politics— that is* whether they approve of it or whether they strongly 
resent it f Will you express the reeling on that point! 

Mr. Whhmcottok. The people very strongly resent interference 
from anybody. I never met a man who admitted that he had been 
approaonea by any church authority to be influenced in his vote, but 
I know that the people pride themselves on independent suffrage, 
and I do not believe ariy considerable number in Utah will accept 
any dictation from anybody. ... 

Mr. Yak Cott. Calling your attention to the enabling act for 
Utih* did polygamista vote at that election for members of the con- 
stitutional convention I . 

Mr* Whitioottov. I do not know whether they did or not .They 
might have done so. The act provided that all male citizens of the 
United States over the age of 21, who had resided in Utah for one 
year next preceding tl\fe eledion, mirfit vote, 

Mr; Vak Cott. What has beam the sentiment among Gentiles in 
Utah in regard to the prosecution of men who had entered iuto 
polygamy before the manifesto of 1890* 

Mr, W«iTs<x>rTOJf . Well* that k a' pretty hard question to answer. 
The Gentiles in Utah have recognised that we have a very hard 
problem to deal with in that wepecfc It offers many emharmeiog 
things. There has been a good aeal said in this testimony— I have 



read H ab o ut an understanding. I know nothing of any under- 
standing in regard to that But I do know this* that the people 
generally feel like thy do not want to atk up this thing and set it to 
wnelling any more, it has not a good odor. 

And there is another thing that they have taken into account in 
the neighborhood where I am* at least When we get out to punish 
this man who is living in polygamy, put him in prison, they take into 
account somewhat the consequences that will come to Sis family. 
Now, the women who went into polygamy in Utah went into it be- 
cause, although I think under a delusion, they thought it was a 
religious duty; and they are bound by the obligation. They fee) 
that wav* And under the rules of the church, as I understand them, 
a plural wife, if she is divorced from her husband, may not become 
the wife of another man, and those plural wives who have children 
are in a very precarious condition if they are to be entirely separated 
from the only protector they have. I think that the condition of 
these women and the children they have has probably entered as 
largely into the feeling of " let the matter slide along and not bother 
it "as any other factor. 

The truth is I do not think there is any sympathy for the men who 
are in polygamy. I never heard anybody sympathize with one of 
them unless he bad two or three viragoes. ^Then he might sympa- 
thize with him. 

Mr. Van Oott. The sympathy is for the wives and children? 

Mr. WHrrBcorroN. the wives and children. I have never 
heard anybody express sympathy for the man in polygamy. 

Mr.* Van Cott. What is your opinion regarding the progress 
that has been made in Utah, when you take into consideration the 
number of people in the Mormon Church in Utah and other places, 
and also consider that in the fourteen years probably outside of 
Utah—perhaps some in Utah— there may have been from one to 
twenty new polygamous marriages, providing always that the Mor- 
mon Church has not encouraged the celebration of such marriages? 

Mr. WmriooTroN. As I understand the teaching of the church up 
to that time to have been that polygamy was a proper thing, I should 
say the progress has been marvelous. 

Mr. Van Cott. Going back to the early times, you have known that 
Reed Smoot was a Mormon ? 

Mr. Whitbootton. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Van Cott. George Sutherland lives there f 

Mr. W^iTicoTTON. lesj sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you understand Sutherland to be a Gentile? t 
Mr. Whotcotton. fie was a candidate for mayor on the Gentile 
ticket in 1890. 

Mr. Van Cott, I want to know whether before the dissolution of 
the Liberal party and the People's Party Mr. Smoot actively sup- 
ported George Sutherland, a Gentile, for mayor of Provo City? 

Mr, WmraooTTON. Now, sir; I do not know anything about that 
I know that he kicked up a row in the People's Party convention 
after they nominated their mayor, but whether he supported Suther- 
land I really do not know. 

Mr. Van Cott. I wish you would also express an opinion as to how 
fair the Mormons have been since statehood and since the division on 
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pfcrty lilies in regard to offices^hat is, whether Gentiles have held a 
fair propoition of the State and local offices! 

Mfc WmTHCOTTON. The Gentiles have had a very much larger pro- 
portion than they are a proportion of the population. I have a tabu- 
lated statement here of that fact, if it is considered important. 

Mr. Van Cott. Let me see your tabulated statement for just a 
moment? 

Mr. WHiTBrxmoN (handing Hi. Van Cott tabulated statement) . 
It shows the offices held by Mormons and non-Mormons and the 
aggregate salaries and the salary of each. I think the Mormons in 
the State, perhaps, have about $900 the best of it. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do the Gentiles hold half of all the State offices in 
Utah; at least half! 

Mr. Wkirikx)TTON. I think they do. > 

Mr. Van Cott. How is it generally in the prominent counties and 
cities in Utah t 

^ Outside of the places where I know the men I 

do not know, because we do not ask that question. 

Mr. Van Oott. I see. Mr. Chairman, in order to save reading it, 
I will ask that this tabulated statement be published in the record as 
showing the officers and their salaries, so as to show whether they are 
Gentiles or Mormons. * .. 

Mr. Tayler. In what was it printed ? 

Mr. Van. Cott. The Desert News. 

Mr. Whitecotton. It was prepared by a Gentile. 

Mr. Taylbr. Is this intended as an exhibition of general repute, or 
what is in people's minds, or as substantive proof of an actual fact? 

Mr. Van Cott. You can take it either way you like. 

Mr. Tatler. Then it is neither, I suppose? 

Mr. Van Cott. It is both. 

Mr. Woethinoton. Do you know that that list as published in the 
paper is correct ? 
Mr. Tayler. He said he did not. 

Mr. WHnacoTTON. No; I do not But I do know that by refresh- 
ing my recollection from that column I can identify almost every one 
01 those offices. 

Mr. Van Cott. If there is any objection, start at the top of the 
column and give the names. 

Senator Forakbr. Does the paper show by whom the statement was 
prepared? 

Mr. Van Cott. It does riot 

Mjr. Whitecotton. It does not I know the facts, as I stated. 

Three judges of the supreme court draw an aggregate salary of 
$15,000 a year. Those men are all Gentiles, or were up to the first of 
this year — Baskin. Bartch, and McCarty. Baskin retired and Judge 
Straup took his place. 

Mr. Van Cott. He is a Gentile t 

Mr. Whitbootton. All Gentiles. Clerk of the supreme court Lin- 
burn B. Palmer, he is a Gentile from Michigan, and fie draws a salary 
of $2,100. His assistant clerk arid stenographer is Mr. Griffith, and 
he is a Gentile; he draws $1 ; 200. The attorneyrgeneral is M. A. 
Breedon; he draws $2,000; his assistant is W. K. White, and he 
draws $1,500. These names are riot here, but I know them person- 
ally. 
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MrvVAwOoTT. Is h«a Gentile? 

Mr, Whitecotton. Every one of them is a Gentile. State mining 
inspector. I do not know whether it is Mr. Thomas now or not [A 
pause.] Gomer Thomas is a Gentile; his salary is $2,000 a year. 

The State engineer is J^, , A« F f Doremus; salary $3,000. The 
State chemist, I believe, is Mr. Harms. 

Mr. Van Cott, Is Mr. Doremus a Gentile? 

Mr. WHnrcwro^ whom I have memtioned is a 

Gentile. If he is ndfy I will say so* 

State warden, Gentile, $3,000 j Mr. Pratt. He was United States 
deputy marshal, and ran in more " cohabs " than any man in the State. 
The State statistician is a Gentile from Kansas, originally, Mr. 
Charles I>e Moisy. He has a salary of $1,500. The assistant statis- 
tician I do hot know personally. I find him in this list, but I do not 
knowwhoheis. 

Judges and attorneys of the district courts, third judicial district 
court,* Judges Hall ana Morse are both Gentiles. Then there were two 
Mormon judges there. Judge Hall retired the first of this year, and 
has been succeeded by Judge Ritchie, a Gentile. 

Mr* Van Cott. And is there a Mormon judge in the third district 
now^i';rc;;^'/::;:r^::, ; (:^ 

Mr. Whitbcotton. In the third district! 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes* 

Mr. WHrrEcoTTON. Yes ; there is one. 

Mr/ Van Cott. Who? 

Mr. Whiteootton. Judge T* D. Lewis. ^The Mormons had two 
judges in the third district, but they lost a judge in the last election, 
and there are three Gentile judges there and one Mormon. The 
fourth judge was provided for by the last legislature. ■ 

In the r fifth judicial district Judge Marioneaux retired the first 
of this year. He was a Gentile. He was succeeded by a Mormon. 

In the seventh district Judge Johnson was a Gentile, and he retired 
the first of this year, and is succeeded by a Mormon. 

The total salaries drawn by the Gentiles is $52,500, 

The governor, is a Mormon, and has been; the secretary of State is 
a Mormon, and has been; the assistant also; the auditor also; and 
the assistant auditor and the treasurer; the State superintendent of 
4 schools; the adjutant-general; the State bank examiner; the game 
commissioner; the State food inspector, and the State sheep in- 
spector. They are all Mormons. 

And of the judges, Judge Hart at the north was a Mormon* sue* 
ceeded by a Mormon, and the district attorney was a Mormon and is 
succeeded by one. 

In the Second district, Judge Eolapp was a Mormon. He is suc-r 
ceeded by; Judge Howell, and I do not know whether he is a Mormon 
or a Gentile. 

Senator Shoot, A Gentile. 

Mr. Whitikx>tton. There is a contest on, however. 

In the third district, Stewart and Lewis were Mormons, but Stewart 
was defeated and was succeeded by a Gentile. Lewis succeeded him- 
self , but Stewart is succeeded by a Gentile. s 

In the fourth district. Judge Booth is a Mormon, and he succeeds 
himself, and the district attorney is a Mormon, and he is succeeded by 
a Mormon* 
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In the fifth district the district attorney fe a Mormon; and in the 
sixth distri< ' 



The Chairman. How about the judge? 

Mr, Whttjbcjotton, The judge is a Mormon, too. 

The Chairman. Go on* . . . 

Mr. Whitbootton. In the sixth district the judge is * Mormon ; 
and in the seventh district the district judge is a Mormon, and the 
district attorney is a Gentile. 

Mr. Van Coir. By the way* has there been an instance in any of 
the Mormon counties where the district attorney, for instance, has 
been elected on one ticket, ahd there has been sufficient cutting to elect 
an opponent, for instance, for judge? 

Mr. Wiotbcotton. Yes; that may have to be corrected yet In the 
seventh district there was one Mormon running against another lor 
judge, and the Democratic judge had the election on the face of the 
returns by 11 votes, and the Gentile district attorney was elected by 
something like 1,400. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that in a Mormon district? 
' Mr. Whitbootton. Yes ; in a Mormon district. 

Senator Knos. Can you tell me whether in any court presided 
over by a Mormon judge, where there w;as a Mormon district attorney, 
a Mormon has ever been convicted of unlawful cohabitation? 

Mr. Whitbootton. I do not know of any case. 

The Chairman. Did you complete the districts? You got as for 
as the seventh. 

Mr. Whitbootton. Yes, sir ; the seventh is the last. 

The Chairman. You omitted, I presume inadvertently, the salaries 
of the Mormons. 

Mr. Taylbr. How many of the district judges are Gentiles and how 
many are Mormons? 

Mr. Whitbcotton. There are 10 district judges; and this year, 
Since the last election, there is a Mormon in the first, and in the 
second I do not know; I do not know whether Howell is a Mormon 
or a Gentile. 

Senator Smoot. He is a Gentile. 

Mr. Van Cott. He is a Gentile. 

Mr. Whitbcotton. If you will note them: The first is a Mormon; 
in the second a Gentile; in the third three Gentiles and one Mormon; 
in the fourth a Mormon; in the fifth a Mormon; in the sixth a Mor- 
mon, and in the seventh a Mormon. 

Mr. Taylbr. The third is principally Salt Lake? 

Mr. Whitbcwton. Yes, sir; Salt '-Lake City. 

Mr. Taylbr. And outside of Salt Lake City there is one Mormon, 
one Gentile. This Mr. Howell, who was spoken of, who is outside of 

Mr. Whitbootton. That is Weber County. 
Mr. Taylbr. There are six Mormons? 
Mr. WmTiooTroN. Yes; sir. . 
Mr. Van Gott. Si* Mormons and four Gentiles! 
- Mr. Whitbootton. Yesyairwp^f; ." #i , 

Mr. Van Cott. And three *gg&me judges Gentiles? 
Mr. Whitbootton. Yes, suaffifc , , _ 

Mr. Van Cott. So that illlake all the judges in the State— 
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supreme and district— there are seven Gentile judges and six Mor- 
mons ! 

Mr, Whotootton. Yes* sir. Up to the first of this year there 
were in the fifth and in the seventh Gentile judges, but they all went 
this year with the landslide they had out there, 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, what is the aggregate of the salaries! 

Mr. Whitboottow, The aggregate of the Mormon salaries is 
$58,900. So there is $1,400 more salaries. That is based on last 
year; this is in November— $1,400 more salaries then for the Mor- 
mons than for the Gentiles, and they have a proportion of about 70 
per cent of the population of the State, as I understand* 

Mr, Van Corr* There has been considerable said— — 

The Chairman, May I ask, in this connection, what the vote in 
Salt Lake City or in that county is as between the Mormons and the 
Gentiles! Which party control! * v 

Mr, Whiotcotton^ That it is impossible to tell; because they have 
not divided Mormon and Gentile, The last election they had be- 
tween Mormon and Gentile in that city, as I remember, was 1800— if 
there was one after that I do not remember it— and the Gentiles 
elected the mayor, George M. Scott [A pause.] Yes; they elected 
Judge Baskin in 1892. That was the last one, I guess, they elected* 

The Chairman. What is the population of that county! 

Mr. WraracOTroN. Of the county! 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Whitbtotton. I do not know the population of the county. 
The population of the city at the last census was 54,000. It is esti- 
mated now at 70,000. 

The Chairman. Do you know how that population is divided be- 
tween the Gentiles and the Mormons in the city! 

Mr. White^otton. No, sir; I do not, except as I have stated on 
the vote. My judgment is that it would be a very close election if it 
were on Moiinon or non-Mormon lines, 

The Chairman. The Gentiles sometimes control in the municipal 
elections and sometimes the Mormons! 

Mr. Whitbcotton. Yes, sir. I believe the present mayor is a Mor- 
mon, and the last one was not. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you understand the last question of the chair- 
man! 

Mr. Whitecotton. I think I did. 

Mr. Van Cott. Let the reporter read the question, y 

The reporter read as follows: 

" The Chairman. The Gentiles sometimes control in the municipal 
elections and sometimes the Mormons!" 
Mr. Van Cott. Is that true ! 

Mr. Whitecotton. Yes; that is, sometimes a Mormon is elected. 
They never divide Mormon and Gentile. I misapprehended the 
chairman's question. I do not mean that there has ever been an elec- 
tion as between the Mormons and the Gentiles in Salt Lake City 
since 1892, and I am not sure it was done then. I know it was in 
1890. 

Mr. Van "Cott. Has a general officer who is a polygamist been 
elected in Utah since statehood ! 
Mr. Whtteootton. Not to my knowledge. 
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Mr. ^an Cow. Calling ^u* attention now- to the Sfr ans bill that 
was introduced in the legislature of Utah and passed, but which the 
governor vetoed, I will ask you whether the governor was a Mormon ? 

Mr. Wiiitecotton. Yes, sir; the jpbvenidr was a Mormon. 

Mr. Van Cott. I will ask you what was the occasion of the pas* 
sage of that bill by the legislature; what brought it about? 

Mr. WmTKOorroir. I can give only iny understanding of iti 

There had been a movement started somewhere; Tdo not know 
whence it emanated ; but there was some person who was reputed to 
be not a citizen of the States and to be in the employ of some outside 
concern— the general understanding waa he was employed by the New 
York Journal— to come out and shake up the Mormons a bit. 

Mr. Wo8thinoton. What do you mean by shaking up the Mor- 
mons a bit? * . . 

Mr. Whitbootton. I mean hunting out fellows who were living in 
unlawful cohabitation and swearing to complaints against them and 
bringing them into court 

Mr* Van Cott. Was he a public officer! 

Mr. Wihtbcotton, Oh, no. 

Mr. Vai* (Doto I "will ask you, so as to save time, whether it was 
because of that that the Evans bill was 4 introduced in the legislature? 

Mr. Whi^bcWton. That was my understanding 6f it: that it was 
to prevent anybody but people wno were acting oona fide taking a 
hand in these prosecutions. 

Mr. Van Cott. What, in your opinion, would be the result if either 
a Mormon or a Gentile officer or officers in the State of Utah, in the 
regular discharge of their duties, should arrest and prosecute men 
who were guilty of unlawful cohabitation ? What would be the effect 
socially and politically, in your judgment? 

Mr* WHittboK. You mean upon the men who did it? 

Mr. Van Cott, Yes. 

The Chairman. You mean upon the man who made the complaint? 
Mr. Woethinoton. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Either one— the man who makes the complaint, if 
he is in the regular discharge of his duties, or the officer who prose- 
cutes, or the officer who sentences. 

Mr. WHrrEOOTTON. I should say it would not make any difference 
so far as his standing in the community was concerned, except that he 
would be regarded as a man of courage— nerve to go ahead and do 
his duty. 

Mr, Van Cott. How would it affect him, in your judgment, in a 
vote, if he were renominated? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I am of the opinion that if it had any effect 
upon his vote it would probably assist him. 

Mr. Van Cott. His that been the general result as to all Gentiles 
who have been engaged in that worlc in the State when they were 
running for political offices ? 

Mr. WHiTiscorrON. I have never known a Gentile, who had been 
formerly after tie Mormons, to be singled out and opposed on that 
pound. I have never known a thing of that kind, and I have never 
known one who has suffered in ah election. 

The Chairman. The witness has said that such a man would be 
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regarded an a man of nerve. Why would it take nerve to make com- 
plaint against a violator of the law ? 

Mr. Whitiootton, On account, Mr. Chairman 

The Chairman. State it as briefly as you can. 

Mr. Whtj^cotton. I will be just as brief as I can. 

While the people of Utah*— all the Mormons; I will speak with ref- 
erence to them rather than Gentiles in that regard— are sick and tired 
and disgusted with polygamy; they want to be rid of it; they want to 
wipe it out and get it under their feet; at the same time when it 
comes, for instance, to myself or any other person goinc and making 
complaint against a neighbor because he is living in unlawful cohab- 
itation, it calls up to us all these things of an unpleasant character 
among neighbors; throwing the only support the women have into 
the penitentiary may be, or taking the substance of the man to pay 
the fine. It makes a man hesitate, and a man who would do that must 
be a man peculiarly made for seeing nothing but the law. He must 
btf a Javert No other man can do it. That is what I mean by tak- 
ing nerve. He must recognize nothing but the anangke of the law. 
Nothing else must appear. He can not take into account the sur- 
"rounding circumstances and the atmosphere in which he lives, r 

Mr. \av Cott. Do the Gentiles in Utah object more to men living 
in unlawful cohabitation than they do to new polygamous marriages! 
By new ■polygamous marriages I mean since the manifesto. , . 

Mr. W«itecx>tton. No, sir. I think if it were knowii in the com- 
munity in Which* I live that a man had contracted a polygamous mar- 
riage and the evidence came out, there would not be naif a dozen men 
in that town who would not pursue that man and put him in the peni- 
tentiary* That is the sentiment where I live. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that the sentiment of the Mormon people ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. It is; and the people there are 70 per cent Mor- 
mons. •■; 

The Chairman. What is the sentiment in regard to those who con- 
tracted plural marriages before 1890 and are now living with their 
wives and having new children by them up to this time3 

Mr. Whitecotton. The sentiment is that it is an awful condition. 

The Chairman. That it is a lawful condition? 

Mr. Whitecotton . That it is an awful condition. 

The Chairman. Oh. 

Mr. Whitecotton. Leave off the " 1." And we wish we were ont 
of it. We do not know how to get out of it. 

The Chairman. What is the sentiment with respect to that class 
of people—approval or disapproval ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. They have the disapproval of the people gen- 
erally, but that does not go to the extent of causing a man to shoulder 
the responsibility of setting the law in motion against that man. 

The Chairman. So that that class of men are left without inter- 
ference? , . . . ■_ 

Mr. Whitb©otton. They are left practically without mterfe -ence. 
They have our regrets, but we do not know how to get at them. ■ 

Senator Foraker. You have said that that is largely because of the 
regard the people have for the condition in which the plural wives 
and children would be left in case of a successful prosecution. 

Mr, Whitecotton. Yes, sir: I think that is the chief cause of with- 
holding the hand of prosecution. Those women are human, and so 
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are their children, and they are not much to blame either, especially 
the children, 

Mr. Van Cott. When, to your knowledge, did Reed Smoot first 
take an active part in politics ui Utah? 

Mr. WmtMQonmx*ty&yrf$M in it when I got to the Territory, 

Mr. Van Corr. For the Republican party ? 

Mr. WmracoOToifi Nbj not for the Republican party, because 
there was not any Republican party there. 

Mr. Van Cott. But for the People's Party f 

Mr. WHrraoorroN. For the Peopled Party. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, when the division came, was he active in 
politics? 

Mr. WhitIkjotton. Yes, sir 5 He was one of the very first men. He 
was known to be for protection. He had some Republican heresies 
in his head when I went there. He was the manager of a woolen 
mill, and he was always talking protection for that woolen mill. 

Mr. Van Cott. He was a Republican then; I assume, if he was 
talking protection ? M 

mWmKamox. Oh, yes; he was a Republican. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was he active in the Republican party ? 

Mr. WHrracoTTON. He was, as soon as there was a party to be 
active in. ; 

Senator Forakrr. What are some of the other heresies he had? 

Mr* WmTiKX)TTONv That is the chief one; and he always voted 
the Republican ticket. It is a kind of an unpleasant thing for us 
Democrats to have too many fellows do that. ■••But they doJt, 

Mr. Van Cootv Speaking of the other heresies that Mr. Smoot had, 
what was the general understanding in the community in Provo 
about any heresy that Mr. Smoot had as being opposed to the practice 
oiv^gmy in those early days? . , . 

Mr. Whitecotton. He was a heretic on that, too. 

Mr. Van Cott. He was opposed to polygamy ? 

Mr. Whitech>tton. He was opposed to polygamy: he was under* 
stood so to be. He was looked upon as one of the young men in 
Utah who were to redeem Israel. 

Mr. Van Cott. Going along with the politics, 'did Mr. Smoot gain 
prominence in the Republican party in Utah ? 

Mr. WHrrixx)TTON. Yes ; he was always prominent in the party. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was he at that time talked of for governor of the 
State of Utah? 

Mr. WHrr»a>TTON. Yes. That, I think, was four years ago last 

im - 

Mr. Van C6tt. Was he also talked of fpr Senator ? 

Mr. Wnnr^oTTON. He was talked of for Senator from that time 
on. The general understanding was that when he dropped out of 
the gubernatorial race it' was with his eyo on the other office. 

Mr. Van Cott, Before Mr. Smoot became an apostle in the Mor- 
mon Church I will ask you who was the logical and most prominent 
candidate in the State of Utah in the Republican party for United 
States Senator? 

Mr. Tayubr. Is Mr. Whitecotton an expert on that subject? 

Mr. Van Oott. I think he is. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I think he is as much of an expert as Judge 
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Hiles, who testified that Mr. Smoot never would hare been thought 
of for United States Senator if the church had not backed him. 

Mr. Taylbb. That is the truth. I was only referring to party 
politics. I gathered from what Mr. Whitecotton said that he is a 
Democrat. 

Mr. Wobthington. Judge Hiles is a Democrat. 
Mr, Van Cott, We want to show whether it is the truth or not - 
The Chaibman. Let the witness answer. Do you understand the 
question ? 

Mr. Whttbcotton. I think I understand the question. It is 
easier to understand the question than it is to answer it 

When you come to talk about who was the logical candidate, there 
were so many -people whd thought they were the logical candidates 
that we differ. 

Mr. Van Cott. Answer it the best you can. 

The Chaibman. In your judgment 

Mr. Whiticotton. In my judgment he was the inevitable candi- 
date. I can scarcely say the logical, but from the discussion that was 
had about this matter Governor Wells, who was one— 

The Chairman. Do you want him to go into that! 

Mr. Van Cott. I am satisfied for the present with the result That 
is the result, in your opinion I 

Mr. WHrrjcooTTON. Yes; it was understood among the Republicans. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is it correct, in yourjudgment, to say that before 
Mr. Smoot became an apostle he had never been heard of or men- 
tioned in the State of Utah for the position of United States Senator ! 

Mr. WmTBCOTTON. Ohj no; that is not true. 

Mr* Van Cott. When Mr. Smoot became an apostle there was a 
campaign waged. 

Mr. Whitbcotton. On the aposti'eshipf 

Mr. Van Cott. Oh, no. After he became an apostle and the cam- 
paign came up to elect a United State Senator and other officers, 
there was a campaign waged in the State of Utah on that issue. 

Mr. Whitbcx>tt6n. That was in 1902. 

Mr. Van Cott. What was the most prominent part of that issue? 

Mr. Whitbcotton. The issue really before the people, aside from 
being a Republican or Democrat, was, Smoot or not Smoot for Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. Van Cott. In your judgment, did the fact that Reed Smoot 
was then an apostle in the Mormon Church assist him or hurt him in 
the election in Utah as a candidate for United States Senator? 

Mr. Whitbcotton. Really, I do not know as to that. There were 
a great many people who opposed Smoot for the Senate 

Mr. Van Cott. In your opinion — — 

Mr. Whitecotton. Because he was an apostle, but there were 
probably others — there seemed to have been many — who did not care 
anything about it; and there may have been some who supported him 
because ne was an apostle. I do not know -arry thing about that I 
know there were very many bitterly opposed to him because he was an 
apostle — Mormons, 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Mormons, you say? 

Mr. Whti^cotton. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were legislators nominated in Gentile counties 
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and conventions who were pledged to support Reed Smoot for United 
States Senator! 

Mr. Wmrrxxyrtqif. Yes; that was done in Salt Lake County* 

Mr. Van Cott. In a Gentile convention and in a Gentile county ? 

Mr. Whitbcsotton. Gentile. They were* not divided on Gentile 
and Mormon, but the Gentiles have controlled Salt Lake City ever 
since 1890 when there has been any division on such lines as that, 

Mr. Van Cott. For instance, did Gentiles go out on the stump 
when it was known that Reed Smoot would be the Senator if the - 
Republican party won? 

Mr, Whitecotton. Everybody knew it but them. I suppose they 
must have known it. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did some of those same men move, for instance, to 
make unanimous the nomination of legislators who were pledged to 
support Mr. Smoot? 

Mr. WmTJsayrTON. It was reported in the newspapers tha£ Mr, 
Critchlow moved to make the nomination of the Salt Lake County 
delegation unanimous after the convention had closed. Of course 
the light was made before the convention. It was Smoot or not 
Smoot, and the Smoot people won, and when they won, Mr. Critch- 
low, being of the opposite faction, it was reported, moved to make 
the nomination of those candidates for the legislature unanimous. 

Mr. Van 'Cott. Do you know whether Mr. Critchlow went out on 
the stump, too? 

Mr. WicmscoTTON. I do not know personally, but I know that a 
big meeting was appointed at Spring^iller which is 6 miles south of 
Provo, for the night before the election, Mr. Critchlow was billed 
to be there, and the newspapers reported he was there, but I do not 
know anytnihg further thltnUiat 

Mr. Van Cott. Did Mr. C. E. Allen speak on the stump for the 
Republican ticket! 

Mr. Whitiootton. In 19021 

Mr. Van Cott. In that same campaign. 

Mr. WHrraooTTON. I do not remember whether he did or not. 

Senator Overman. Was any other Mormon a candidate for the 
Senate except Senator Smoot f 

Mr.Wm^^ v. 

Senator Overman. Yes. ; 

Mr. Whotjcotto considerable extent Gov- 

ernor Wells was reckoned as a candidate, but he was laboring under 
the disability that our constitution provides that no person can 
become a candidate f or the UnitedStates Senate during the term for 
which he was elected governor. Governor Wells, I believe, had a few 
votes. He was considered a candidate. 

Senator Overman. Was it understood that Senator Smoot was thr 
candidate of the church? 

Mr. WmraooTTON. Of the church? 

Senator Overman. Yes. 

Mr. Whtixootton. No; I never heard tell of that until I heard 
it from down here. 

Senator Overman. Was it understood that he had the permission 
of the church to run; that he had obtained the permission of the 
church to run before he made the fight! 
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Mr. Wht^ootidk. I think it was understood from the affairs of 
1895 and 1896 that he must have the consent or he might get into 
trouble with the church, because he was an apostle. 

Senator Ovbkman. It was understood that he did have the consent ? 

Mr. Whitecwtton. I do not know anything about that, and I 
never heard that discussed until I saw it discussed in some of the 
testimony here. 

Mr. Worthinqton. The president testified that he gave him 
consent. • ; y" ~ --• 

Mr. Van Cott. In Utah is this consent understood as a leave of 
absence or understood as an indorsement? 

Mr. Whitecotton. It is leave of absence from duty, as I under- 
stand it 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that the general opinion there among the people 
of the State ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. It is the opinion of a great many people, and 
there are other people who have sought to construe that as ^indorse- 
ment. But that is chiefly from the American party, as I understand 
it. They construe it in that way. 

Senator Overman. I did not understand that. How does the 
American party construe it? 

Mr. Whitecotton. The American party* construes it, or says it 
does, as an indorsements—that is, as I understand it. They claim for 
an apostle to have consent is simply to put upon him the seal of 
approbation ; that it goes beyond leave of absence. The people do 
not so understand it, however, I think, r 

Mr, Van Cott. Has Utah regular political parties, with chairmen, 
and all the machinery of otherJStates in the country ? 

Mr. tv^n^oorroN. Yes; they have too much machinery, I think; 
some of them. 

Mr. Van Cott. And the Australian ballot system? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion as to the independence of the 
younger Mormons in Utah in regard to politics ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I do not think there is any doubt in the world 
about the independence of the young Mormons in respect of politics. 

Mr. Van Cott. State their sentiment whenever it is said or rumored 
that the leaders of the Mormon Church are interfering in politics— 
that is, whether they approve of it or resent it. 

Mr. Whitecotton. I have never heard one of them approve of it. 
I have heard many young men speak in terms of the very strongest 
condemnation of anybody seeking to interfere, and I never have 
heard one admit that he was interfered with. They all say that if 
anybody has been interfered with it was somebody else— that they 
have never felt that pressure. 

Mr. Van Cott. Outside of a few men who may be in the American 
party, I will ask you what is the general opinion among Gentiles as 
to whether Reed Smoot. or men like Reed Smoot, who are prominent 
in the Mormon Churcli, prominent in politics, who are opposed to 
polygamy tud in favor of the enforcement of the law, should be 
encouraged or not? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I do not know* that I can answer the question. 
[To the reporter.] I wish you would read it 
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The reporter read as follows : 

u Mr. Van Cott. Outside of s few men who maybe in the American 
party, I will ask too what is the general opinion among Gentiles as 
to whether Reed Smoot, or men like Reed Smoot, who are prominent 
in the Mormon Church, prominent in politics, who are opposed to 
polygamy and in favor of the enforcement of the law, should be 
tSMxraraged or not!" 

Mr. Whitbootton. I should say the best answer I could give to 
tfcat question would be Mr. Smoot's election. I do not know how bet- 
ter to express it. 

Senator Overman. What political positions had Senator Smoot 
occupied before he was elected Senator, if any! 
Mr. Whiteoottok. What political positions f 
Senator Ovksman. Yes; in the State. 
Mr. Whiteootton. He never had held any that I know of. 
Senator Overman. He had held no State office at all? 
Mr. Whiteootton. No: he had never held a State office. 
Senator Overman. Had he ever canvassed the State ? 
Mr. Whitbootton. Yes. 

Senator Overman. Had he made a thorough canvass of the whole 
State f 

Mr. Whitbootton. I would not say that he had, and yet he may 
hsve done so. 

Senator Overman. He had never been in the legislature? 

Mr. Whitbootton. No, sir; he had never held an office that I know 
of, and I think I should know it if he had. 

Senator Overman. Was he known generally by the people of the 
State! 

Mr. WHrrECOTTON. Oh, yes; there Was no man, or scarcely a man 
in the State better known generally than he was. That State is a 
wool -growing State. Mr. Smoot had been superintendent of the 
Provo Woolen Mills, and he goes into every hamlet in that State, 
buying wool and looking after those interests. He has done that for 
many years. Scarcely a man is better known in the State than Mr. 
Smoot 

Senator Overman. He is known as a manufacturer rather than as 
a public man ? ~ 

Mr. Whitbootton. As the manager of that corporation at Provo. 
He has been prominent in mining circles since 1895-96, when the 
Grand Central began to be developed. He became prominent in 
mining circles in the State, and Mr. Smoot has always been a stock- 
holder in a number of the greater corporations of the State. He is 
interested in the Desert National Bank and in some loan and trust 
company at Ogden. 

Senator Overman. Were those Mormon institutions, or institutions 
where the Mormon Church holds the balance of power or a majority 
of the stock ? 

Mr. WHrrECOTTON. I beg pardon. 

Senator Overman. Are those institutions in which the Mormon 
Church holds a majority of the stock f 

Mr. Whitbootton. I do not know who holds the majority of the 
stock. " 

Senator Overman. Or are they controlled by the church! 
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Mr. Whctpootioic. I do not know that either. 

Senator Overman. By reputation you do not know? 

Mr. Whotootton. I do not know that I have heard it stated 
that tome of these institutions are controlled by the church, and it 
may be they bold a majority of the stock, but I do not know anything 
about it I never examined into that a u est ion. I have never mm 
their books, I have heard that disputed. There will be a man here 
who will know about that 

Mr. Yak Cott. Calling your attention now to the political rule 
that has been referred to, I will ask you if when the rule was first 
promulgated in writing by the Mormon Church it received the hearty 
indorsement of the Gentile papers of Utah ! 

Mr. Wiiiteootton. Yes. When Moses Thatcher seems to have mis- 
understood the intent of the church and went out with a new declara- 
tion of independence, as it were, the Salt Lake Tribune, which was the 
chief Republican paper in the State, condemned Thatcher and con- 
tended that the church had a perfect right to control its employees; 
that they were hired men, and that they had a right to object to a man 
in their employ going off and engaging in other collateral employment 
that took him away from their work. 

Mr. Van Cott. When Reed Smoot was elected United States Sena- 
tor, what position did that same paper take in regard to Moses 
Thatcher and that same rule ? 

Mr. Whiteootton. When Smoot was elected Senator! 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes. 

Mr. Whitecotton. I do not know whether they referred to 
Thatcher or not, but I know they condemned Smoot 

Mr. Van Cott. But the rule is what I am after particularly. 

Mr. Whiteootton. I do not know anything about it 

Mr. Worthinoton. What is the population of your town, Provof 

Mr. Whitecotton. We place it at 7,000. I think it lacked 31 of 
being 7,000 in 1900. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Is it well known what Mormons are living in 
polygamous cohabitation there? 

Mr. Whitecotton. It is pretty well understood. 

Mr. Worthinoton. How many of them are there in your townt 

Mr. Whitecotton. I know of three, 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do you think if there were any others you 
would know of them ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. If there was very much said about it I probably 
would. It is a small town and I am pretty well known, and I am 
acquainted with almost everybody. 

Mr. Worthinoton. How does that compare with the situation in 
that regard, say, ten or fifteen years ago? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Of course the number is very much smaller. 
I know three or four men there who were living in polygamy in 1890 
who are reputed now to be entirely out of it. If you want particulars, 
S. S. Jones, who had three wives 

Mr. Worthinoton. I do not care about the details. Your state- 
ment is sufficient for me. 

Now, as to the men who are reputed to be living in polygamy ; is 
that done openly ; do they go around with their several wives ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I have never seen any of them with their plural 
wives. 
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Mr. Wobthtnotow. Did you ever see a Mormon with two of his 
wires together? 
Mr. WHmoonoK. No: I never did. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Did you ever hear of their being out together! 
Mr. Whitbootton. I do not know that I have ever heard of their 
being out two at a time. 
Mr. Wobthington. That is what I mean. 
Mr. Whitbcotton. I do not remember that 

Mr. Wobthington. A man does not go around and exhibit himself 
in a public place, or a social gathering with two wives? 

Mr, Whitbcotton. No, sir; that has not been done since I have 
been in Utah, to my knowledge at least. 

Mr. Wobthington. You said, in reply to a question from a member 
of the committee, that Smoot was known as a manufacturer. Do you 
know whether, before his candidacy for the Senate, he had stumped 
a large portion of the State as a speaker ? 

Mr. Whitbcotton. I understand that in 190*2— that was the year 
he was a candidate — he went pretty generally over the State. I do 
not know whether he had been elected an apostle. I guess he had. 
—I believe that was in April, 1902. 

Mr Wobthington. He was elected an apostle before he stumped 
the State as a candidate for Senator. But my question is whether he 
had stumped the State before his campaign for the Senatorship 
began f 

Mr. Whitbcotton. I do not know to what extent he stumped the 
State in 1900. I know he was active in politics. 

Mr. Wobthington. About that statement in the Deseret News re- 
lating to the salaries of the officers who are Mormons and non- 
Mormons, does it not show on its face that it was prepared by Mr. 
Hiram Booth? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I do not know that it does. I have not looked 

^.Wo.™^. Youths it does not show, 

Mr. Whitecotion (examining paper). Yes; " Booth arraigns the 
•Americans.' " That is the title under which it goes. That is Sir. H. 
E. Booth, the gentleman sitting behind Mr. Van Cott He is a Gen- 
tile. He will speak for himself on that subject presently. 

Mr. Wobthington. I think that is all. 

Senator Fobakeb. What is the standing of Mr. Smoot, if you know 
it, among the people of Utah, Gentiles and Mormons alike, as being 
a man of moral, upright* character? 

Mr. Whitecotton. There is not a man in the State who stands 
better, Senator, or out of it 

Senator Fobakeb. Has he ever been charged with any violations 
of the law or any offense of any kind against good morals? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Never that I heard of. 

Senator Fobakeb. How long have you lived there? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I have lived there a little more than fifteen 
years. I have been intimately associated with Mr. Smoot in business 
since the 1st of July, 1891. I have known him intimately ever since 
I went to Provo. 

Senator Fobakeb. In what business are vou associated with him? 
Mr, Whitbcotton. I am counsel for the bank, of which he is presi- 
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dent, and I hare had some matters of personal business for him, look- 
ing after his legal affairs. 

Senator Foraker. Does he have this good standing and reputation 
you speak of with the Gentiles as well as with the Mormons! 

Mr. Whiteootton. Among the Gentiles f 

Senator Foraker. Yes. 

Mr. WiuTEcxvrroN. Yes, sir, I have never heard a man in the 
world question Mr. Smoot's clean life or integrity or anything else 
in the world, except one affidavit that was published, or said to have 
i>een published, by one Leilich, charging him with polygamy, and I 
(hink that has been exploded. I do not think anybody believes that 

The Chairman. I want to ask you a question. You say within 
your own knowledge you know of three persons living in polygamy 
in your own town ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No; I did not say I know of my own knowl- 
edge. I say it is a matter of common repute, and I have no doubt 
it is true. 

The Chairman. Will you mention the familiest 

Mr. Whitecotton. I can mention them. 

The Chairman. I wish von would. 

Mr. Whitecotton. One is John C. Graham. 

The Chairman. How many wives has he? 

Mr. Whitecotton. He is reputed to have two. 

The Chairman. Next? 

Mr, Whitecotton. The next man is William Bean. 
The Chairman. How many wives is he reputed to have! 
Mr. Whitecotton. He is reputed to have two wives. 
The Chairman. And the next? 

Mr. Whitecotton. The next man is not a resident there, but I 
understand that the wives are there. His name is Cluff — B. Cluff, jr. 
He was formerly in the school there. 

The Chairman. Formerly in the school? 

Mr. Whiteootton. Formerly in the school but not now. 

The Chairman. In the capacity of instructor? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Yes; he was president, or principal. 

The Chairman. How many wives is he reputed to have? 

Mr. Whiteootton. He is reputed to have two wives there, and I 
have heard, but I do not know anything about whether that is 
authentic or not, that he has another wife somewhere in the southern 
part of the State ; but I know nothing about that 

The Chairman. Do you know anything of his families and chil- 
dren ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Yes, sir; I lived for five years, 1 think 

The Chairman. Do you know the number of children he had? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No; I do not know the number of children. 
I am personally acquainted with the children of his first wife, and I 
have seen the children of one of his other wives; but I am not per- 
sonally acquainted with them. 

The Chairman. You know nothing of their ages? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No ; I do not know the ages of them, but there 
are some of those children that I am satisfied are less than 14 years 
of age of that plural wife. 

The Chairman. Children born to the plural wife since the mani- 
festo? 
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Mr. Whitecotton. Yes; there is no doubt About that 

The Chairman. How many of those are there? 

Mr. Whitbootton. That I do not know, but I have seen two or 
three that I would think, anyhow two of them, would come since the 
manifesto. That would be my judgment about it 

The Chairman. You have not complained against him for violat- 
ing the law ? 

Mr. Whitbootton. No, sir; I have hot His plural wife has not 
lived next to us, but his first wife, with the children; and his first 
wife and my wife have been great friends. 

The Chairman. You have not made complaint? Suppose you 
should make complaint against him for violation of the law for liv- 
ing in polygamous cohabitation since the manifesto, would the com- 
plaint be recognized? 

Mr. WHrrRCxmxjN. Recognized? I have no doubt it would be. 

The Chairman. And the officer would serve the process? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I think he would. * 

The Chairman* Why then do you not make complaint? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I am not in the business of prosecuting my 
neighbors. 

Tne Chairman. That is all. 

Mr. Whitecotton. If they will elect me prosecuting officer and 
somebody brings* a complaint, I should entertain it without any hesi- 
tation; 

The Chairman. That is all. 

Senator Foraker. Do you know what the attitude of Mr. Smoot 
has been toward plural marriages since they have been prohibited 
by law? And if so, will you tell us? 

Mr. Whitecotton, I never heard Mr. Smoot expressly say what 
he thought of any particular case of plural marriage, out I have 
understood ever since I have known him that he has been very much 
opposed to polygamy, and as bearing upon that I have here an ex- 
tract from a statement— it is in the official report— made by the Hon. 
John W. Judd, who was United States judge out there in Territorial 
days 

Mr. Tayijrr. That is in the testimony in this case already. 
Mr. Whitecotton. It is? 
Mr. Van Cott. I think not. 
Mr. Worthin ©ton. I think not 
Mr. TayxjEr. Then it is in your reply. 

Mr. Van Cott. It may be in the argument, or it may be in the 
record some place. 

Mr. Tatler. It is in some place. However, there is no objection 
to its going in now, except that it is in the record already. 

Mr. Whitecotton. I did not know that. It is simply the state- 
ment of Judge Judd before the committee. 

Mr. Worthington. Whereabouts is it found? 

Mr. Whitecotton. It is found on page 41 of the pamphlet [hand- 
ing Mr. Worthihgton pamphlet]. 

Mr. Tayi-er. When did you ever interest yourself in the charge 
that Benjamin Cluff, jr., the president of the Brigham Young Uni- 
versity .had taken a plural wife since 1890? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No, sir; I have known nothing about that 

Mr Tayler, Do you mean to say you neves heard of it? 
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Mr. Whitecotton. That he had taken one since the manifesto? 
Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Whiteootton. Yes, sir; I heard a rumor of that kind. 
Mr. Tayler. When? 

Mr, Whitecotton. My best recollection would be that was four or 
five years ago. 
Mr. Tayler. That is when j^ou heard it ? 
Mr. Whitecotton. When I heard of it ? 
Mr. Tayler. You heard a rumor about it ? 
Mr. Whitecotton. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you mean it was talked about around, or told you? 

Mr. Whitecotton. The manner in which I heard it was this. 
There was some kind of an expedition organized to go down to make 
some discoveries in Yucatan, or somewhere down in Central America, 
and it was reported, after some of the boys came back, that Mr. 
Cluff had picked up a wife dowiuthere somewhere, and they were dis- 
pleased. They thought it was unfair treatment. They thought ho 
was getting better treatment than they were. 

Mr. Tayler. They thought it was unfair that he should take 
another wife? 

Mr. Whitecotton. They had left their wives at home, and they 
thought it unfair that he should take another one. 

Mr. Tayler. How long did he continue to act as the head of that 
institution after that? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I do not know whether he ever acted as the 
head of that institution after that or not. 

Mr. Tayler. Is it not only a year since he went out of the office 
of president of, Brigham Young University ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Possibly nominally, but my best recollection 
is that for the last two years JVIr. Cluff held nominally the principal- 
ship, but did not officiate, and Mr. Brimhall was acting. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Brimhall was another polygamistl 

Mr. Whitecotton* Yes, sir; reputed to be. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you mean to say that Mr. Cluff was never back 
in Pro vo after this report that he had taken a plural wife? 
Mr. Whitecotton. Yes, sir; I think ho was back there. 
Mr. Tayler. He lived there after that? 
Mr. Whitecotton. His family was there. 
Mr. Tayler. And he did ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I am unable to say that he did. My best im- 
pression is he did not. 
Mr. Tayler. That he did not? 

Mr. Whitecotton. That is my impression. t 

Mr. Tayler. Do you mean to say that you have not seen him for 
four or five years ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No; I have seen him, because he has been in 
Provo. But it has been some time since; he was employed by some 
rubber company, as I understand it, in Mexico. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Smoot is a trustee of that institution? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I understand he is. 

Mr. Tayler. And one of the finance committee also? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I do not know as to .'that, but I should think 
very likely. If you have information, or state it, I think it is true. 

Mr. Tayler. You know, as well as you know anything that is not 

8. Doc. 48tt, 59-1, vol 2 H ' 
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demonstrated to us by testimony in court, that Benjamin Guff, jr., 
did take another plural wife four or five years ago, do you net? 

Mr, Whitecotton. No; I could not say that. 

Mr. Tayler. You do not know? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No, sir. I would not be willing — in fact, I am 
not convinced in my own mind from the reports I have heard that 
he did so. 

Mr. Tattler. Do you know who George Reynolds is ? 
Mr. Whitecotton. Only by reputation. I never met him. 
Mr. Tayler. He is a very high and respected official of the Mormon 
Church? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I think so, T have understood so. 
Mr. Tayler. Do you know that George Reynolds swore that Cluff 
married his daughter three or four vears ago as a plural wife? 
Mr. Whitecotton. No; I do not know that. 
Mr. Worthington. He does not say that. 

Mr. Whitecotton. I know nothing about that. Will you permit 
me to make a modification of an answer I made in relation to Mr. 
Brimhall ? 

Mr. Tayler. Certainly. 

Mr. Whitecotton. You asked tne whether he was a polygamist. 
He is reputed to be a polygamist, but I understand the fact to be 
that he has never lived with more than one wife; that for at least 
twenty years, as I understand it, his legal wife has been in the 
insane asylum ; that he has only lived with one wife, as I understand 
the fact. 

Mr. Tayler. But he has been living with his plural wife? 
Mr. Whitecotton. Yes, sir; so I understand. 
The Chairman. While living with his plural wife his legal wife 
was in the asylum ? 
Mr. Whitecotton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you hear Mr. Smoot say anything about Cluff — - 

Mr. Whitecotton. I never did. 

Mr. Tayler. And his plural marriage? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I never did. 

Mr. Tayler. Was it a matter that was whispered in the community 
with bated breath, that Benjamin Cluff, jr., was suspected of having 
taken another plural wife ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I never heard it stated in any such way as tint 

Mr. Tayler. Have you any doubt that Senator Smoot heard the 
same talk that you heard? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I have no information on that subject whatever. 

Mr. Tayler. I am only asking you for the same kind or degree of 
intelligence that you exhibited in your direct examination. Have 
you anydoubt that Reed Smoot knew about it? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I should think more than likely that Mr. Smoot 
heard about it I should think it probable. I have no doubt that 
Mr. Smoot knew that Mr. Cluff had two wives; that is, knew it as 1 
knew it, as everybody knows it, by reputation in the community. 

Mr. Tayler. I understand; the kind of knowledge we have ol 
our neighbors generally without undertaking to pry into their affairs 
more than the necessities of the case require. Do you know a man 
named Harmer ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I do. 



BEED SMOOT. 



691 



Mr. Tatler. What is his first name? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I think Lorin. 

Mr. Tayler. Is he reputed to be a polygamist? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I could scarcely say that. His repute in the 
community is not that of a polygamist ; at least I have not so under- 
stood it until I saw this testimony here. He was understood to be an 
adulterer. 

Mr. Tayler. And continues to be one? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I have heard since this trial that he has con- 
tinued to live with that girl. *I did not know it before. 

Mr. Tayler. And withtwo wives besides? ' 

Mr. Whitecotton. I did not know that. I did not know that he 
had any other wife than his legal wife, but I understood that he was 
caught in adultery with this young girl and prosecuted and sent to the 
penitentiary for it. 

Mr. Tayler. And then came back and continued to live with her? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I have learned that since this trial, but did not 
know it before. He lives in another town. He lives in Springville. 

Mr. Tayler. He lives near you? 

Mr, Whitecotton. Six miles away. 

Mr. Tayler. In the same county? 

Mr. Whitecotton. In the same county, only 6 miles and two lines 
of railway between us. 
Mr. Tayler. He is not a client of yours, is he? 
Mr. Whitecotton. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You say that Senator Smoot and generally those who 
were in high positions in the church were not permitted to 'become' 
candidates on the theory that they were hired men? Do you under- 
stand that Senator Smoot is a mere hired man? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I think so. I think that is all. 

Mr. Tayler. AVho hired him? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I suppose the majority of the quorum to which 
he belongs. 

Mr. Tayler. They hired him, and they are his superiors, are they, 
or is he of coordinate power with his associates? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I think he has coordinate powers. But prob- 
ably the majority rules. I am not a member, and I do not know. 

Sir. Tayler. Do you understand that he is chosen by revelation 
and inspiration? 
Mr. Whitecotton. No, sir. I do not know anything about that. 
Mr. Tayler. Do you understand that he is a living oracle of God? 
Mr. Whitecotton. No; he is not to inc. 
Mr. Tayler. Oh, no, no, no. You are his counsel. 
Mr, Whitecotton. Yes; he takes my advice sometimes. 
Mr. Worthington. The witness is the oracle. 
Mr. Whitecotton. I do not know anything about that. I do not 
know anything about the importance that the Mormons even attach 
to the choosing of an apostle. It would be hard for us in Provo. who 
know Mr. Smoot so intimately, to think of him as a man who got 
revelations. I can scarcely credit that. 



the view of the rank and file of the Mormon Church that an apostle 
is a prophet, seer, and revelator, have you? 




doubt at all that it i< 
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Mr. Whitkwpon. In matterg pertaining to religion, I think that 
is accepted as a settled article of faith. 

Mr. Tayler. And ym think they have never accepted any other 
idea? 

Mr. WmtmwroN. Do you mean 

Mr. Taylei. That he had any other than a spiritual work to per- 
form? 

Mr. Whitecotton. The Mormons with whom I have talked upon 
that subject repudiate any such idea extending beyond spiritual 
affairs. They say— and I have heard many of them say it — that 
Eeed Smoot, when he is in the church, is their guide, but in political 
matters they are as independent as. he is and Know as much about 
politics as he does. V 

The Chairman. Mr. Tayler, you will have to suspend, and the 
committee will now take a recess until half past 1 o'clock. 

Thereupon (at 11 o'clock and 55 minutes a. m.) the committee took 
a recess until 1.30 o'clock p. m. 

AFTER RECESS. 

The committee reassembled at the expiration of the recess. 
TESTIMONY OF J. W. N. WHITEC0TT0H -Continued. 

J. W. N. Whitecotton, having been previously sworn, was exam 
ined and testified as follows : 

The Chairman. Mr. Tayler, you may proceed. 

Mr, Tayler. Mr. Whitecotton, you said you knew something about 
the Lorin Harmer incident. 

Mr. Whitecotton. As common knowledge in the community; 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you know that he was a polygamist as well as 
havinjrthis adulterous relation ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No, sir; I did not know that 

Mr. Tayler. You knew that he was convicted at one time of adul- 
tery, did you not? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Yes; I knew he was convicted of adultery in 
the court at our town. 

Mr. Tayler. And that after his return he continued to sustain the 
same relations to this woman that he had before ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I have heard that since this inquiry began, but 
I did not know it before. 

Mr. Tayler. He so testified, that he had a child or children by this 
same wife since his return ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Yes ; I have heard that 

Mr. Worthington . The same wife ? 

Mr. Tayler. Well, the same woman. According to the humane 
standards which you have followed out there, does this woman's 
status appeal as much to your commisseration as the others? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No, sir ; not to mine. 

Mr. Tayler, Not to yours ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Not to mine. I never understood that she was 
a wife in any sense. 
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Mr* Tatler. I understand: but the fact that she has lived with 
this man and has borne children to him in a public way in the com- 
munity in which he lives does not make any appeal to you like the 
others! 

Mr. Whiteootton, Not from the same standpoint; no, sir. Of 
course, she is to be pitied, but not from that standpoint. 

Mr. Tayler. You would feel as if a different sort of dealing should 
be conducted respecting the guilty person in that case where he had 
the plural wife? • 

Mr, Whitecotton. That would be my feeling; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You understand that the husband of a plural wife, 
who continues to live with that wife and to have children borne by 
her, does so upon the theory that he took upon himself that obligation 
of a husband to a plural wife with the approval of God? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Before the manifesto; yes. 

Mr. Tayler. And that no law of the land has any right to dissolve 
or interfere with that relation ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Well, I think that is his point of view, but I do 
not concur in it. 

Mr. Tayler. Oh, I am not saying that you take that view. Of 
course not. You can not. You are not a Mormon. 
Mr. Whitecotton. I understand that is his point of view. 
Mr. Tayler. That the law then does not speak to him? 
Mr. WHiTEcmTON. No. 

Mr, Tayler. That a higher law controls that situation ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No; I am not quite able to say that, Mr. Tayler. 
I believe that the Mormons who are now living in polygamy admit 
that they are doing it in violation of the law of God and or man. 

Mr. Tayler. Precisely. And then do they not turn around and say 
that they took upon themselves that relation and that obligation with 
the approval of God, and no law of the land can interfere with or 
dissolve that relation? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I do not think they take that position. I have 
not so understood it. 

Mr. Tayler. And do you not know that President Joseph F. Smith 
proclaimed to the 10,000 of his people since he testified here that if he 
recognized the customs of the world in respect to the matter of living 
with more than one wife he would be eternally damned? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I did not know he had made such a statement 
as that. 

Mr. Tayler. Would it surprise you ? 
Mr. Whitecotton. No; it would not. 
Mr. Tayler. If he did? 

Mr; Whitecotton. No; because I think Joseph F. Smith is a 
thorough fanatic. 

Mr. Tayler. You have told us you are a lawyer, and, of course, 
during all these years you have been in Utah you have naturally come 
in contact with the legal phases of this situation, as well as all of 
the phases that one would naturally consider out in that atmosphere. 
I want to ask you, as a lawyer, how you would consider this question : 
Suppose a man took a wife, we will say in 1885, and in 1887 he took 
a plural wife and continued to live with both of those women, accord- 
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ing to the custom of polygamous Mormons prior to the manifesto, 
and a few years after the marriage to the plural wife the first legal 

wife dies, and then he continues for some time — a year or two, or three 
or four, no matter how long — to live with the plural wife — that is, 
she who was the plural wife when he married her — and then marries 
a third woman; would you call that a polygamous marriage! You 
understand the question, do you ? 

Mr. Wiiitecotton. I understand the question; yes, sir. I do not 
think, Mr. Tavler, that that would be legally a polygamous marriage; 
but I would think it would be an act for which that man should be 
prosecuted and punished to the extent of the law. I do not believe, 
in other words, that upon a thing of that kind he could be convicted 
of bigamy, because the woman who was the first plural wife had no 
legal status with him as a wife, since we have no common-law mar- 
riage in Utah. If he were prosecuted for bigmay they would fail 
in the prosecution because of their inability to prove a legal marriage 
to any woman subsisting at the time he married the woman to whom 
you refer. 

Mr. Tayler. Of course, the moral aspect of it is not improved at 
all, is it? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I think not. I think that is the most con- 
temptible kind of a man that we have, that will hold that legal wife 
still at arm's length and take advantage of his legal status to marry 
another legal wife. I think that man has no standing, morally, 
legally, socially, nor in any other way. 

Mr, Tayler. What would you think of an apostle of the church 
who would solemnize that kind of a marriage? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I would think he was a bad man, if he did it 
knowingly. I think he ought to be prosecuted for doing it. 

Mr. tayler. Did you know that an apostle of the church, himself 
the possessor of six or eight wives, married his own son to a woman 
exactly under those circumstances, as appears in the testimony in 
this case ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I heard that from the testimony in this case. I 
never knew it before; and that act meets with my most hearty dis- 
approbation. I think the whole outfit ought to be prosecuted. 

Mr. Tayler. You have not heard of anybody prosecuting anybody 
for it, have you ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No; I have not 

Mr. Tayler. Did you ever hear a report of the polygamous mar- 
riage of Apostle Abram Cannon after the manifesto? 
Mr. Whitecotton. Yes ; I heard of it. 

Mr. Tayler. It is generally understood in the community that he 
did marry a plural wife, is it not? 

Mr. WmTECOTTON. Oh, yes; that is the general understanding in 
the community, that he married Lillian Hamlin. 

Mr. Taylbb. Aiid the controversy has rather waged around the 
question as to who performed the ceremony than over the question as 
to whether it was done at all ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I never heard it questioned that it was done 
until I heard some question made about it in this trial. It is the com- 
mon understanding that he married that woman in some way or 
other. 
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Mr. Tayler. Did you hear the claim made that Apostle Teasdale 
hud taken a plural wife since the manifesto? 

Mr. Wiiitbcotton. Yes; I have heard that claim made. 

Mr. Tayler. Well, the fact is that he did lake a wife after the 
manifesto, while he had living a woman to whom he had been mar- 
ried some twenty or twenty-five years before, is it not? 

Mr. Whitecotton. As to that I have no information except rumor. 
Mr. Teasdale lives 35 miles south of me and in a locality that I do not 
often visit. I left that out of the counties in which I am well ac- 
quainted. That rumor, however, has gained currency and has cur- 
rency now in Utah. 

Mr. Worthington. Might I ask there what has become of the 
record in that divorce case of Teasdale that we had here in executive 
session one day ? 

Mr. Tayler. I have never seen it since. 

Mr. Van Cott. I think I have it. 

Mr. Tayler. You were speaking about this Evans bill. The Evans 
bill, as I recall, if it had become a law, would have made it impossible 
ever to prosecute for polygamous cohabitation, would it not? 

Mr. Whitecotton. That may be, but I do not so understand it. 

Mr. Tayler. I will read it. It is very short. I do not mean I will 
read it all, but I will Tead that which relates to this subject, so as not 
to encumber the record or our minds : 

" Every person who has reason to believe that a crime or public 
offense has oeen committed may make complaint against such a per- 
son before some magistrate having authority to make inquiry of the 
same, provided 

Then I skip down to this part — 

" No prosecution for unlawful cohabitation shall be commenced 
except on complaint of the wife or alleged plural wife of the 
accused.*" 

Mr. Whitecotton. I do not think, Mr. Tayler, that the effect of 
thai bill, if it had become a law, would have been to render it im- 
possible 

Mr. Tayler. Of course, a wife might do it. 

Mr. Whitecotton. And so might a plural wife. 

Mr. Tayler. Yes, or a plural wife. 

Mr. Whitecotton. But aside from that, of course, I understand it 
would make it impossible, so far as that particular offense was con- 
cerned. - 

Mr. Tayler. That is the only provable of ense in connection with 
polygamy nowadays, is it not? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No, sir; I do not think so. There have been 
in the last few years a number of people convicted in Utah of 
adultery. 

Mr. Tayler. Who were living polygamously? 
Mr. Whitecotton. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Tayler. That is what I am referring to. I am referring to 
those who live under color of a polygamous marriage. Unlawful 
cohabitation is the only crime which they are committing under the 
law, is it not? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I do not think so. 

Mr. Tayler. What other crime is it f 
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Mr. Whitrootton. They may be, and probably are, if they arc liv- 
ing in unlawful cohabitation, living also m adultery. 

Mr. Tayler. But you understand as a lawyer the different proof 
necessary in the one case from the other? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Oh, yes; I understand that the difficulty of 
proving adultery was the real reason for enacting the unlawful co- 
habitation law. 

Mr. Tayler. Where did this idea originate of passing the Evans 
bill? 

Mr. Whitecotton. My impression is that it originated, as I inti- 
mated this morning, from the fact that there was understood tc be an 
effort made in the State to bring prosecutions against certain people 
by someone employed by outside interests. 

Mr. Tayler. Of course, I do not object to that, but I was asking 
you by whom and in what way? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I misunderstood your question. So far as I 
know, it had its oririn with Abel John Evans, a member of the senate 
from our county. I know nothing of it prior to his introducing the 
bill. 

Mr. Tayler. Is Evans a Mormon ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Evans is a Mormon ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You say by a person who had just come into the State 
for the purpose of making a disturbance on that subject Is that 
what you said ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Making what? 

Mr. Tayleb. A disturbance on this subject 

Mr. Whitecotton. Well, whether it was to make a disturbance— *I 
would not want to say that that was the purpose that the person had, 
because I do not know; but as I understood. It was claimed some- 
where that the laws were not being enforced, and that there were 
numerous cases of unlawful cohabitation that ought to be prosecuted. 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Whitecotton. But that the local interest did not take cogni- 
zance of it? 
Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Whitecotton. And somebody was employed by the outside to 
take that matter up, look up the evidence, and institute prosecutions. 
Mr. Tayler. That person to whom you refer was Mr. Owen ? 
Mr. Whitecotton. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you not know that Mr. Owen has been a citizen 
of Utah since before you went there? 
Mr. Whitecotton. I do not know anything about it 
Mr. Tayler. Since 1887? 

Mr. Whitecotton. It may be that he has been, but I never knew 
him at all* 

Mr. Tayler, And do you not know that the charge was made and 
the challenge issued to producejprobf of cases of unlawful cohabita- 
tion, and that he filed many affidavits in response to that challenge 
and could not secure action by the district attorney ? 
' W^WHIW5Gc J ^TON. I never understood that any challenge was ever 
issued to furnish proof of unlawful cohabitation. I did understand 
that the Deseret News challenged anybody to produce proof of any 
new plural marriages since the manifesto. That Was my understand- 
tog of the challenge. 
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Mr. Taylkr. Yo« have been living, Mr. Whitecotton, for these 
fifteen years or so, in a very strong Mormon community? 

Mr. Whitbcotton. Probably 70 per cent, I think, of the population 
are Mormons. 

Mr. Tayler. And ^vou stated early in your examination, as indi- 
cating the freedom with which they associated in u business way with 
Gentiles, that, speaking for yourself, you had a larger proportion of 
business among Mormons than the Mormon population amounted to? 

Mr. Whitbcotton. I think I stated that the proportion of business 
that I had from the Mormons was fully as large as the Mormon 
majority was over the Gentiles. 

Mr. Tayler. That is as I understood it. Perhaps I put it a little 
too strong, but I caught the idea. You have, therefore, been familiar 
with them and know what they think about. You have undertaken 
to testify to some extent al>out the way theV think. 

Mr. Whitecotton. I know something about what they think, such 
matters as they have discussed in my hearing. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you not understand that when it comes to a matter 
involving the church and what it will do and what it stands for, 
every good Mormon understands that he is not bound to tell the 
truth ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No, sir; 1 never had any such understanding. 
Mr. Tayler. You, of course, know about the polygamy revelation t 
Mr. Whitecotton. You mean the original one ? 
Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Yes; you are familiar with the history of it? 
Mr. Whitecotton. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. That it was received by Joseph Smith in 1843? 

Mr, Whitecotton. 1843 or 1844; t am not sure which. 

Mr. Tayler. In July, 1843, and that it was known to but a few of 
his fellows at that time; is not that correct? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I have so read the history ot it. 

Mr. Tayler. I am asking for information and to refresh my 
memory. That is my understanding of it. Do you understand that 
it was known to the apostles at that time? I suppose it was. 

Mr. Whitecotton. I have no understanding as to that — no infor- 
mation on the subject. 

Mr. Tayler. But it was known to a select few and not to the public 
generally? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I so understand it. 

Mr. Tayler. And was promulgated in 1852 by Brigham Young in 
Utah? You know, as a matter of history, do you not, that a year or 
more after this revelation was received by Joseph Smith the heads of 
the church proclaimed in their official publications, and, in fact, that 
it was untrue that polygamy was or could be taiight by the church; 
that they believed in it or tnat anybody practiced it? Do you recall 
that? * 

Mr. Whitecotton. No; I do not recall that, but I am not very 
familiar with that history. 
Mr. Tayler. Did you ever hear of the Times and Seasons? 
Mr. Whitecotton. I have heard of it. 
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Mr. Tayleb. That is one of the earliest publications of the church, 
is it not? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I have heard of it, but I have never read it. 
Mr. Tayler. Well, most of us are quite as unfortunate as you in 
that respect, doubtless — in which, in 1844, this appeared: 

" NOTICE. 

"As we have been lately credibly informed that an elder of the 
Church of Jasus Christ of Latter- Day Saints by the name of Hiram 
Brown has been preaching polygamy and other false and corrupt 
doctrines in the county of Lapeer, State of Michigan. 

" This is to notify him and the church in general that he has been 
cut of from the church for his iniquity ; and he is further notified to 
appear at the special conference on the 6th of April next to make 
answer to these charges." 

That is signed by Joseph Smith, who received the revelation, and 
Hyrum Smith, " presidents of said church." 

That is found m Times and Seasons, Volume V, page 423. Have 
you ever heard of that? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I think I never heard of that before. 

Mr. Tayler. And that about the same time appears this in Times 
and Seasons, Volume V, page 474: 

" Nauvoo, March IS, 1844* 
" To the Brethren of the Chwchoi * Jesus Christ of Latter-Day 

i{ Saints living [on C f htna Creek y in Hancock Count greeting : 

"Whereas Brother Richard Hewitt has called on me to-day to know 
my views concerning some doctrines that are preached in your place, 
and stated to me that some of your elders say that a man having a 
certain priesthood may have as many wives as he pleases, and that 
(hat doctrine is taught here. I say unto you that that man teaches 
false doctrine, for there is no such doctrine taught here; neither is 
there any such thing practiced here. And any man that is found 
teaching privately or publicly any such doctrine is culpable and will 
stand a chance to be brought before the high council and lose his 
license and membership also; therefore ho had better beware of what 
he is about. 

" Hyrum Smith." 

Did you ever hear of that ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No, sir; I never heard it until now. 
Senator Knox. What is the date of that, Mr. Tayler? 
Mr. Tayler. March, 1844. 

Mr. Worthington. What is the date of the publication of the book ? 
Mr. Tayler. This is 1901. 

Had you ever heard that Joseph Smith, a'fter having received this 
revelation, denied over his signature that any such doctrine had been 
received by the church ? Have you ever heard that? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No, sir ; I* think I never heard that either. 

Mr. Tayler. And had you ever heard that in this paper which you 
have designated correctly as the organ of the Church of Jesus Christ 
of Latter- Day Saints, in the issue, of May 20, 1880, it justified 
these falsehoods, saying that " Jesus enjoined his disciples on several 
occasions to keep to themselves the principles that he made known to 
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them; that the book of Doctrine and Covenants gave the same in- 
structions, and that the elders, as the revelation was not yet promul- 
gated, were justified in denying those imputations, and at the same 
time avoiding the avowal of such doctrines as were not yet intended 
for this world, and P. P. Pratt "—You know who he was? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I know him by reputation, I have read one of 
his books. 

Mr. Tayler (reading) : ' - ■ 

"Flatly denied in England in 1846 that any such doctrine was 
known or practiced by the Saints, and John Taylor (afterwards head 
of the church), in a discussion in France in July, 1850, declared that 
' These things are too outrageous to admit of belief?' " 

Mr. Whitecotton. No; I did not know that. In 1886 I did not 
know that there was such a church organ or paper as the Deseret 
News. That was three years 

Mr. Tayler. You know it now. 

Mr. Whitecotton. I know what you have said; what you have 
read. 

Mr. Worthington. What are you reading from? Give me the 
reference? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I know the Deseret News is now the accepted 
church organ, and I have no doubt it was in 1886. 

Mr. Tayler. It was started really by the church fifty years or more 
ago, was it not? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I so understand it. 

Mr. Tayler. It has been edited for many years by Charles W. Pen- 
rose, who has been a high official and is now an apostle? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Yes; I think he has been the editor of the 
Deseret News ever since I have been in Utah. 

Mr. Worthington. Give me the reference, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. This is a footnote in the " Story of the Mormons," by 
Linn ; but J have sent for the Deseret News itself. 

Mr. Worthington. What page ? 

Mr. Tayler.. Page 280. 

Now, coming to a time within our memory, do you not recall that 
in 1890 and in 1891 the officials of the church protested most vigor- 
ously and earnestly that there had been no marriages for the three or 
four years immediately preceding that, and finally said they had 
learned of one, and then they had torn down the endowment house? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Yes; I remember something of that kind, I 
should say, about 1891. 

Mr. Tayler. And do you not know it has developed since that 
there were quite a number of polygamous marriages in 1888, 1889, and 
early in 1890? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I have heard thai charge, Mr. Tayler. I do not 
know it to be a fact. 

Mr. Tayler. We know, for instance, do we not, of such a conspicu- 
ous case as Brigham H. Roberts, who married at least his third Wife 
as late as the spring of 1890? 

Mr. Worthington. Not in the endowment house, however. 

Mr. Tayler. I do not care whether it was in the endowment house 
or the top of a mountain. 

Mr. Whitecotton. I understand the endowment house was taken 
down then. 
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Mr. Taylee. And that he was married by one of the first counselors 
to the presidency ? 
Mr. Whitecotton* I have read that in his testimony here. 
; Mr. Tayler. Speaking also as a lawyer, and one familiar with these 
circumstances, would you consider that you were any less married to 
a woman if you were married to her by a counselor to the first presi- 
dency in a private house than if you were married by some underling 
in a temple? 

Mr. WmTBC»TTON, No; I would not think I was any less married, 
one way or the other. 

Mr. Tayleh. Do you think, Mr. Whitecotton, that the church would 
be keeping anv more or better faith with the people and the country, 
if instead of the people going through plural marriages in the temple, 
they were married by apostles in the highway or in the byways or in 
a private house? , 

Mr. Whitecotton. That would depend on circumstances. I can 
conceive how a man might be married by an apostle on the highway 
or in a private house and still not voice the sentiments of the quorum 
to which he belonged, while he could scarcely be married in the tem- 
ple without the cognizance of the organization. 

Mr. Tayler. So that if the various apostles separately, without the 
aid of the temple atmosphere or other apostles, would marry different 
people to each other you would feel that there was no ecclesiastical 
responsibility upon the church for that ? 

Mr. WHiTBOOTroN. I did not say that, if they all do it. A whole 
is equal to the sum of all its parts. 

Mr. Tayleh. Mr. Smoot might not do that, but do you think it 
would help it much if Mr. Smoot did not do it and other apostles 
did so? 

Mr. Whiteootton. I think it would effect very materially Mr. 
Smoot's status with reference to that crime, because I believe it to be 
a crime. I think that 11 apostles might perform such a ceremony in 
violation of the law and it would not necessarily involve in any moral 
culpability the apostle who did not do that. 

Mr. Tayler. Well, suppose we were not talking about moral culpa- 
bility at all? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Well, legal culpability. 

Mr. Tayler. Any sort of culpability. 

Mr. Whitecotton. Any sort of culpability. I made no particular 
point about the morale of it. 

Mr. Tayler. Bo you remember, coming to a little later date, when 
manv, perhaps most, of the leading authorities of the church testified 
in relation to the escheat case ? You recall that litigation ? 

Mr. Whiteootton. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. In which the Inderal Government had laid hands on 
the church property ? 
Mr. Whitecotton, Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. And the question was up as to the disposition to be 
made of it, whether it would be sequestrated or turned back into the 
hands of the church? You recall that? 

Mr. Whotootton. Yes; I know the history of that legislation and 
that litigation in a general way. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you recall that leading members of the church tes- 
tified in that case, when that question ofthe disposition of the prop- 
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erty was directly up, that they considered the manifesto covered un- 
lawful cohabitation and that it as much their duty to obey the law 
respecting that as the law respecting the forming of new polygamous 
relations, and, in a word, as he put it, that it meant they were to obey 
the law? Do you remember that? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I do not remember that specifically, but I do 
remember this, that a number of apostles had been reported as having 
testified (and I have no doubt they did) that they recognized they 
were violating the law when they lived in unlawful cohabitation. 

Mr. Tayler,. But do you not recognize that they said that was 
what that command meant, and they were going to obey it? Is that 
right? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I so understand it. 

Mr. Tayler. That Wilford Woodruff, who was the head of the 
church, that Lorenzo Snow, who succeeded Wilford Woodruff as the 
head of the church, that Joseph F. Smith, who succeeded Snow as 
the head of the church, all testified to that effect? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I -p understand it. 

Mr. Tayleb. Now, they did not obey that, did they? 

Mr, Whitecotton. Well, judging by the confessions they made 
here in the witness chair, I should say not. 

Mr. WoRTHiNGTON. Woodruff and Snow did not testify here, be- 
cause they were dead. , 

Mr. White(x>tton. Snow did not testify, but nobody questioned— 
it is not necessary to speak of the dead: the dead will take care of 
themselves. 

Mr. Tayler. There is no question about Woodruff and Snow, is 
there, up to the time of their death ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I think not. I do not know of any. 

Mr. Tayler. You know what the popular repute was about it? 

Mr. Whitecx)tton. I know the popular repute was they were 
both polygamists; yes. 

Mr. Tayler. And that they continued to live in polygamy up to the 
time of their death ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Yes; I so understood the fact 

Mr. Tayler. And that one or both of them — I do not now recall 
which; perhaps it was both — had children born to them after they 
testified ? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I could not state as to that I have an im- 
pression that a child was born to Mr. Snow after 1891, but I could 



Mr. Tayler. You recall very well, do you not, the plea for am- 
nesty ? 
Mr. Whitecotton. Yes. 

Mr, Tayler. And that that was predicated upon the promise made 
by practically all of the apostles— one or two were absent from the 
country — that they would obey the law thereafter respecting polyga- 
mous cohabitation as well as m other respects? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I so understood that to be the foundation 
upon which amnesty was granted. 

Mr. Tayler. Precisely, because the suffering Mormons — and there 
were many of them— were not suffering from prosecutions for polyg- 
amy, were they? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Not eo nomine; no. 
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Mr. Tayler. I mean for the crime of contracting a polygamous 
marriage? 
Mr. Wiiitecotton. No; I think not. 

Mr. Tayler. But practically all of them — there were one or two 
prosecutions, perhaps, for polygamy, hut I do not know that there 
were any convictions at that time— practically all of them, several 
hundred of them, had been prosecuted and were being punished or 
were in hiding, so as to escape conviction and punishment for unlaw- 
ful cohabitation. 

Mr; Whitecotton. That is a fact. 

Mr. Tayler. And it was to relieve the people who were subject to 
that prosecution from the consequences of it that this plea for am- 
nesty was made? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Yes; it was a surrender unconditionally, as 
I understood it. 

Mr. Tayler. And on the faith of that amnesty was granted, was 
it not? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I so understand the facts. 
Mr. Tayler. I think that is all. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You understand that amnesty was granted on 
the condition that it should only apply to those who would comply 
with their promises ?."-.. 
# Mr. Whitecotton. Why, certainly ; I do not suppose anybody was 
bound by an agreement that did not enter into it. 

Mr. Worthinoton. And as to those who did enter into it, the 
amnesty was granted on the condition that they should continue to 
live correct lives in this respect? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I suppose that was a part of the compact. 

Mr. Worthinoton. So if they violated it, the amnesty went for 
nothing! 

Mr. Whitecotton. It ought to have. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Are you clear that the general reputation was 
that President Woodruff continued to live in polygamous relations 
after the manifesto? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Well, that is the impression that I have, Mr. 
Worthington. There have been so many of those things that it is 
hard to be very definite about any particular one. That is the im- 
pression I have. I have, however, heard that disputed. I probably 
ought to say that, in justice, that I have heard it disputed that Wif- 
ford Woodruff continued to live in polygamy; that he kept the mani- 
festo from the time it was issued ; that he never violated its terms. 

Mr. Tayler. I think likely that is true. I think that either Wood- 
ruff or Snow was true to his promise. 

Mr. Whitecotton. Yes; I am inclined to think, on reflection, that 
that is correct. 

Mr. Tayler. Yes; it was Wilford Woodruff. 

Mr. Whitecotton. I know it was disputed that he was in 

^Jtf r^ Worthin oton. Was it not also reported to be true of George 
Q. Cannon? 

Mr. Whitecotton. Yes; I understood George Q. Cannon lived the 
manifesto. 

Mr. Worthington. Whm Mr. Van Cott was examining you we 
passed over for the time being this statement that was made before 
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the Committee on Territories of the Senate, on page 41 — the statement 
by J. W. Judd — and I will read it now into tne record and ask you 
whether it agrees with your understanding of the situation at that 
time, which was in February, 1802: 

"And I know whereof I affirm when I say before this committee 
that when the Mormon Church made its declaration of the abandon- 
ment of polygamy it was done as much from a force within as from a 
force without. v 

"Moreover, that I think that when they made that announcement 
they simply announced what was a foregone fact, that it accomplished 
no tiling. The thing was already accomplished, and I do not believe 
to-day, sir, that you could any more, by the consent of the people of 
the Territory of Utah, reestablish polygamy there than you could re- 
establish slavery in Georgia or Tennessee." 

Mr. Whitecotton. It is pretty hard to measure the effect of differ- 
ent forces that are operating. I know, of course, that the prosecu- 
tion of poly ga mists had a very great deal to do with this manifesto, 
to bring it about, but I am satisfied that if they had not had that 
manifesto they would have had a revolt, and I think if there were 
an attempt by the Mormon Church — if they should bring another 
revelation out announcing that polygamy was to bo resumed — I do 
not believe a man that stands in the apostolate to-day could be what 
they call sustained at a conference. I do not believe a man of them 
would get a corporal's 'guard to support him. I think they would 
be hissed out of the church. They ought to be, and I believe they 
would be. 

Mr. Worth i n gton . Did you ever hear, until Mr. B. H. Roberts 
himself so testified before this committee, about his having been 
married early in 1890 to a plural wife? 

Mr. Whitecotton. No; I did not know anything about the time. 
T knew he was a good deal married, but I did not know when. I 
would have supposed it was a good deal prior to that time if I had 
not heard the testimony that it was at that time. 

Mr. Worthington. That is all, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you not know, Mr. Whitecotton, that Mr. Roberts 
never, so far as anybody knows but himself and his wife, was known 
to be married to his third wife until 1890 or 1897 — that his two wives 
did not know it for years afterwards? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I learned that, Mr. Tayler, from reading his 
testimony. 

Mr. Tayler. Then why do you say you supposed this third mar- 
liage must have occurred or that you thought it had occurred long 
prior to 1890? 

Mr. Whitecotton. I did not suppose he was married to Mrs. 
Maggie Shipp at the time. 

Mr. Tayler. That is the one I am speaking of. 

Mr. Whitecotton. I say I did not know anything about that. I 
know that he was numerously married, according to common repute, 
but I did not know that he had married anybody within that time. 
I supposed all his marrying had been done before, until I learned it 
about the time his case was down here. In fact, I did not know that 
Mrs. Shipp was his wife at all until the investigation of his case 
arose. 
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Mr. Tayler. I think likely that was the general state of mind on 
that subject. You, of course, were not in Utah when the Reynolds 
case was decided ? 

Mr. WinTEWTroN. No, sir; that was before my day. 

Mr, Tayler. Did you ever hear that the^ Mormons refused to ac- 
cept the decision in the Reynolds case as law? 

Mr. Whitbcotton. No; I never understood that they refused to 
accept that as law. There were a great many questions involved in 
that case, and the matter of determining that this was polygamy was 
only one of the questions. There were a number or questions of 
procedure. 

Mr. Tayler. I know ; but after all there was only one main ques- 
tion, was there not, and that was whether, in the guise of religion, 
practices could be carried on in violation of the law of the lantt? 

Mr. Whitbcotton. That was the great question in the case. , 

Mr. Tayler. And was not that question absolutely, unequivocally 
answered? N 

Mr. WmrBCOTTON, As a lawyer, I would say yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you think a layman would have any doubt about it? 

Mr. Whitbcotton. It seems that they were not satisfied with it., I 
do not know whether they doubt it or not. I could not say whether 
they doubt it. I would not doubt upon reading the decision. 

Mr. Tayijsr. In the first place, we find this 

Mr. Worthington. Is it worth while to take up time with the 
decision of the Supreme Court, which has been react in half a dozen 
times and that we can all refer to when we please? 

Mr. Taylir. Yes; it is. This is a very intelligent expert witness 
on the state of the public mind out there. That is what I am get- 

^ifyou hear it questioned out then, that the Supreme Court, for- 
ever and unmistakably, established the proposition that the taking 
of another wife under the guise of religious propriety or command 
could not be justified ? 

Mr, Whitbcotton. I never heard that questioned, but I will say 
this. I know as a part of the judicial history of the Territory that 
the constitutionality of the Edmunds law, and, I believe, later of the 
Edmunds-Tucker law — but I am not so certain about that — had been 
contested by the church, and those decisions, as I remember, had been 
rendered before I went there. 

Mr. Tayler. I understand that, but after all, Mr. Whitecotton. 
was not the great question not whether anybody might be prosecuted 
for unlawful cohabitation and what kind of proof would suffice for 
the successful prosecution of it, but the great underlying question, 
Can the law of the land interfere with a practice which is engaged in 
because a man's religion, or, according to his view, his God, tells him 
he may do it? 

Mr* Whitbcotton. My judgment is that the opinion of Chief Jus- 
tice Waite in that Reynolds case settled the substantive law beyond 
peradventure or question by an intelligent lawyer. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know whether the Supreme Court ever was 
called on again to pass upon that law f 

Mr. Whitbcotton. If it ever was, I do not know it. 

Mr. Tayler. Now, do you not know that practically every polyg- 
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amist in Utah to-day took a plural wife or wives after the Supreme 
Court of the United States had settled that fundamental law? 

Mr. Wiutbcotton. What is the date of that decision? 

Mr. Tayler. 1878. 

Mr. Whiteootton. Well, I would not be able quite to subscribe to 
that statement, because there are some pretty old people in Utah who 
have very old plural wives, and I think possibly some of them, quite a 
number of them, were taken before that time. 

Mr. Tayler. Undoubtedly. Now , is it the sentiment of you 
Gentries out there in Utah that the fact that a man took a plural wife 
after 1878 puts him in any better case than any other violator of the 
law? 

Mr. Whiteootton, It does not put him in any better case ; no. We 
have no regard for the man who is in polygamy because he is in 
polygamy. 

Mn Tayler. And it is your judgment that the violations of the law 
which occurred after 1878 by marrying plural wives ought to.be con- 
doned and permitted to go on ? 

Mr. Whjtecotton. I did not say that; no, sir. That is not my 
opinion at all. I have no such opinion, and I have not expressed any 
such opinion," 

Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

Mr. Wihtecotton. I see ho reason for condoning any crime. 

Mr. Worthington. That is all. 

The Chairman. Who is vour next witness? 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Booth. 

TESTIMONY OF HIRAM E. BOOTH. 

Hiram E. Booth, being duly sworn, was examined, and testified 
as follows: 

Mr. Worthinoton. Mr. Booth, your full name, please. 
Mr. Booth. Hiram E. Booth— H-i-r-a-m. The reason I spell it 
is because it is spelled somewhat differently in Utah. 
Mr* Worthington, What is vour age? 
Mr. Booth. I am 44 vears of age. 
Mr, Worthington. And your business or occupation? 
Mr. Booth. Attorney at law. 
Mr. WoRTHiNOTON. Where do vou live? 
Mr. Booth, In Salt Lake City, Utah. 
Mr. Worthington. How long have you lived there? 
Mr. Booth. Sixteen years. 

Mr. Worthington. You were what age when you went there? 
Mr. Booth, Twenty-eight ydars of age. 

Mr, Worthington. Have you been practicing law there ever since? 
Mr. Booth. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Where did you reside before that? 

Mr. Booth. In the State of Iowa. 

Mr. Worthington. How long had you lived there? 

Mr. Booth. I was born near Postville, Iowa, and resided in Iowa 
continuously up to the time I went to Utah. 

Mr. Worthington, Had you begun the practice of law in Iowa 
before you went to Utah ? 

& Doc. 486, 69- 1 , vol 2 \h 
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Mr. Booth. Yes. I was educated in the public schools of Iowa, 
and studied law there, and was admitted to practice in the supreme 
court of Iowa in September, 1885. I continued to practice law in 
Iowa— at Carson, Iowa— until December, 1888, when I went to Utah. 
I have been a resident of Utah and of Salt Lake City ever since that 
time down to the present. 

Mr. Worthi ngton . I will have to ask you the question which we 
ask the witnesses here — whether you are a Mormon } 

Mr. Booth. I am a non-Mormon. I never have been a Mormon, 
and none of my people have ever been Mormons. 

Mr, Worthington. Are you in any way affiliated with the 
church — connected with it in any way ? 

Mr. Booth. I am not. 

Mr. Worthington. So that you have not any bias in its favor? 

Mr. Booth. I have not. My wife is a member of the Congrega- 
tional Church. I was brought up a Methodist, although I am not a 
member of any church. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you had anything to do with the politi- 
cal affairs of the church since you went there to live? 

Mr. Booth. Yes; I have been somewhat active in politics ever 
since I became a resident of Utah. 

Mr. Worthington. Just in a general way — in what manner have 
you participated in political affairs there? 

Mr. Booth. When I went there I joined the Liberal or non-Mormon 
party and took an active part in that party up to 1894, when the 
party was disbanded— or rather the fall of 1893. I then joined the 
Republican party and have been a Republican ever since. I was 
elected to the council of the Territorial legislature in 1893, as a non- 
Mormon or Liberal. 

Mr. Worthington. You served how long! 

Mr. Booth. Ju3t two years at that time; and again in 1895 I was 
elected to the State senate of Utah as a Republican, serving at that 
time until 1897. There was another legislature in 1897, since which 
time I have not held any public office. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you been at any other time a candidate 
for office ? 

Mr. Booth. I was a candidate in the fall previous to Senator 
Smooths election for rehomination for the legislature at the county 
convention. I was a United States commissioner, I think, in 1891 
and 1892. I was a member of the Republican State executive com- 
mittee in the campaign of 1904# 

Mr. Worthington. Have you had occasion at all to go over the 
other parts of the State except the county in which you reside? 

Mr. Booth. Yes; I have visited nimv parts of Utah, down as far 
south as Ritchfield and as far north as the Idaho line. 

Mr. Worthington. You are acquainted, then, in a general way at 
least, with the people of your State ? 

Mr. Booth. Yes; I am acquainted in a general way with the peo- 
ple of Utah. 

Mr. Worthington. And well acquainted, no doubt, in Salt Lake 
County? 

Mr. Booth. Yes, sir; better acquainted in Salt Lake County, 
TVeber County, Tooele County, and Utah County than in other por- 
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tions of the State. I am very well acquainted, however, in Cache 
County, That is in the northern part of the State. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Does your acquaintance include Mormons as 
well as non-Mormons? 

Mr. Booth. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. There was read in evidence here by Mr. White- 
cotton this morning a table from the Deseret News of November 4 
last, I think, purporting to give the Mormon and non-Mormon State 
officers and their respective salaries. Did you prepare that? 

Mr. Booth. I did. 

Mr* Worthinoton. Is it correct? 

Mr. Booth. It is correct. It was correct at that time. 

Mr. Worthinoton. As of November? 

Mr. Booth. As of November, 1904. 

Mr. Worthinoton. New State officers came in, I believe, this 
present month ? 

Mr. Booth. Yes. That was a part of the last campaign in Utah. 
There is one correction in that table that should be made. I have it 
here. I do not mean a correction in the State offices, but in the county 
offices. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What is the correction ? 

Mr. Booth. It applies to county offices. That table was not read 
by Mr. Whitecotton. 

*Mr. Worthinoton. That table related to State offices? 
Mr. Booth. It related to State offices entirely. 
Mr. Worthinoton. You have one in regard to the Salt Lake 
County offices too, have you ? 
Mr. Booth. Yes, sir. * 

Mr. Worthinoton. Please read that as it should stand, then. 

Mr^ Booth. It was contended during the campaign of 1904 by the 
American party that the Gentiles, or non-Mormons, were not receiv- 
ing their due proportion of the offices of the State and county, and 
that is the reason for the preparation of these tables. The county 
officers, Gentiles, were as follows: One county commissioner, $1,500 
per year ■; county recorder, $2,000 per year; auditor, $1,800 per year; 
county attorney, $2,800 per year; treasurer, $2,600 per year; surveyor, 
$1,200 per year; and added to that are the county physicians, first and 
assistant, who receive an aggregate salary of $3,000 per year, making 
$14,500. ■.,,:,„ 

Mr. Worthinoton. Gentiles ? 

Air. Booth. Those were elected as Gentiles. However^ the county 
attorney resigned his position and a Mormon was appointed in his 
place. But as that stood it would amount to $14,600 received by 
Gentile county officers; and the 'Mormons were as follows : 

Two commissioners, $3,000; clerk, $2,400 ; assessor, $1,800; sheriff, 
$3,000; superintendent of county infirmary, $1,320; making a total 
of $11,520, which would be in favor of the Gentiles to the extent of 
$3,000; but since the appointment of a Mormon to the office of county 
attorney — that is, he was appointed prior to that time — it would make 
it about even. However, the office of county attorney since the elec- 
tion, since the first day of January, is again held by a Gentile, so the 
preponderance is in favor of the Gentiles. 

Mr. Worthinoton. According to that statement the offices are 
about equally divided between the Gentiles and Mormons? 
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Mr. Booth. Yes, sir; in that county. 

Mr. Worthin oton. J ust as the State offices were ? 

Mr. Booth. Yes, sir; and during the campaign I went over the 
different assistants in the county offices appointed by the heads of 
the departments and it resulted in about the same figures. 

Mr. Worthinoton. In the State, do you mean, or in the county? 

Mr. Booth* In the county. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Now I want to ask you, Mr. Booth, from your 
long acquaintance with political affairs there, whether or not it is 
your judgment, from what you have observed and the general repu- 
tation there, that the Mormon Church does or does not interfere and 
govern in political results there? 

Mr. Booth. The Mormon Church, as a church, in my opinion, 
does not interfere in political affairs. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do you mean by that to qualify it? You say 
u as a church." 

Mr. Booth. I mean as a church action. There are individual mem- 
bers, of course, of the church that take active part in politics — from 
elders to apostles. 

Mr. Worthinoton. They exercise their rights as American citi- 
zens, the same as non-Mormons do, do you mean ? 

Mr. Booth. Yes. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do you mean anything more than that ? 
Mr. Booth. I mean nothing more than that. I mean to say, fur- 
ther than that, that the church is divided. The apostles, the bishops, 
the councilors and presidents of stakes, and elders are divided like 
other people as to wno shall be nominated for office, where they belong 
to the same political party, and do not act as a unit or as a church. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What would you say as to the constancy with 
which the Mormons adhere to their political parties and convictions 
as compared with the non-Mormons in your State ? 

Mr. Booth. It is my opinion that the Mormon people are as true 
to their political convictions as any people in any State. I can give 
instances and illustrations, if you desire it 
Mr. Worthinoton. Give us one or two leading illustrations. 
Mr. Booth. For instance, in Wasatch County, which is a Mormon 
county, I should say 90 per cent of the inhabitants are Mormons. A 
man by the name of Thomas S. Watson, who is a non-Mormon, an 
ex-Liberal, and a Mason, was nominated for the office of county clerk 
and county recorder, two offices held by one man, either two or four 
years ago, I think it was. He ran against a high church official, 
John tT Giles, and was elected by a handsome majority over the 
Mormon official. He was renominated and reelected again this last 
election over the same individual 

In another instance. Judge McCarthy, of the supreme bench, ran 
against Bichard W. Young, a very popular Mormon, a gentleman 
who took an active part as an officer m the late Spanish war, a man 
I consider of great ability, a good lawyer, a graduate of West Point, 
and a grandson of Brigbam Young. Many of us thought perhaps 
Judge McCarthy would run behind his ticket, because if there was 
a man in the Mormon Church whom the Mormon people liked and 
would vote for— and leave their parties to cast a vote for— it would 
be Bichard W. Young. 
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Mr. Worthikoton. On the other hand, how had Judge McCarthy 
acted toward the Mormon element ? 

Mr. Booth. Judge McCarthy had been an active prosecutor, as a 
public official, when he was assistant United States attorney, of vio- 
lators of the Edmunds-Tucker Act, and had been a Liberal. He had 
said many unkind things — many things against the Mormon people. 
I will not say unkind things, perhaps true things. But he had been 
an active opponent of the Mormon people for many years, and yet 
my recollection is that Judge McCarthy ran with his ticket. There 
were very few votes either way. 

Mr. WotRTitiNOTON. You give th&e simply as some of the illustra- 
tions? You could give more? 

Mr. Booth. Just some. There are many illustrations of that kind. 

Mr. Worth i n oton * A good deal has been said here in the testimony 
on behalf of the protectants about the result of the last election in 
your city of Salt Lake for mayor — the election held in 190*3, T be- 
lieve. 

Mr. Booth. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. When Mr. Knox was defeated by Mr. R. P. 
Morris; and it is charged here that that was because Morris was a 
Mormon, and the church backed him up. Can you tell us anything 
about that? 

Mr. Booth. It has been my opinion that that was not the cause of 
Mr. Knox's defeat, Morris is a very liberal-minded Mormon, a man 
of excellent reputation in Salt Lake City, both among Mormons and 
Gentil&s. Mr. Knox is a man of great ability as a financier, and is 
well liked in Salt Lake City — a man of splendid reputation. 

Mr. Worthington. Morris ran as the Democratic candidate, I 
believe? 

Mr. Booth. Morris ran as the Democratic candidate, and Mr. Knox 
ran as the Republican candidate. 

Mr. Worthington, Mr. Booth, I do not care to go into the details 
of that. You -have expressed your conclusion that the church had 
nothing to do with the result. 

Mr. Booth. Yes. I would like to explain just a little on that point, 
to make myself clear. 

The Chairman. Make it as brief as you can, Mr. Booth. 

Mr. Booth. Yes. f 

Many of the prominent Republican Gentiles of Salt Lake City re- 
fused to support Mr. Knox, not because they had anything against 
Mr* Knox, but as a protest against the manner in which he had been 
nominated. It was openly charged that unfair methods had been 
pursued to secure his nomination for mayor, and as a protest against 
that they worked and voted against Mr. Knox. It was that feeling 
that defeated Mr. Knox for mayor, and not because he was a Gentle, 
and not because Richard P. Morris was a Mormon. 

Mr. Worthington. Or because the church interfered ? 

Mr. Booth. Nor because the church interfered. I do not think 
the church did interfere. 

Mr. Worthington. Can you give us the names of some of the lead- 
ing Republican # Gentiles in Salt Lake City who opposed Knox and 
supported Morris? 



710 REED SMOOT. 

Mr. Booth, Yes; Judge Charles S. Zane 

Mr. Worthington. Of the supreme court? 

Mr. Booth. Formerly judge of the supreme court of Utah. One 
of the most prominent Gentiles 

The Chairman. He asks you for the names, without giving the 
character of the men. 

Mr. Worthington. I would like to have them sufficiently identified 
that we may know who they are. 

Mr. Booth. One of the most prominent Gentiles in Utah, O. J. 
Salisbury, formerly a national committeeman of the Republican 
party; Grant H. Smith, a prominent attorney of Salt Lake City; 
and numerous names that I could give if the committee desires it. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you any doubt, from living there, and 
being in political affairs, that the defeat of Knox was the result of 
the revolt of the Republican Gentiles against him, and not of any 
interference by the church ? 

Mr. Booth. I think Mr. Knox feels that way himself about it. I 
am very intimately acquainted with Mr. Knox and supported him. 

The Chairman. Well, that is your opinion. 
Mr. Booth. That is my opinion, Senator. 

Mr, Worthin gton . Something has been said here in reference to 
the election of Frank J. Cannon. He was elected Representative or 
Delegate in 1894 was he* not ? 

Mr. Booth. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. It has been, said that that was the result of 
interference of the church. Can you tell us something about that? 

Mr. Booth. Yes; Frank J. Cannon ran against Joseph Rawlins, I 
think in 1892, and was defeated by Mr. Rawlins. He was again a 
candidate in 1894. In 1890 or 189i the Republican party came into 
existence, but many of the old Liberals refused to disband that party 
and join the Democratic and Republican parties. I was one who 
refused to do that. I continued as a Liberal. I was reluctant to 
accept the manifesto, and decided to remain with the Liberal party 
until I was thoroughly convinced that the church authorities intended 
to live up to the manifesto. Becoming convinced in 1893, with others, 
the Liberal party was disbanded, and we joined the Republican party. 
Now, that party was made up principally of Republicans. 

Mr. Worthington. The. Liberal* party was? 

Mr. Booth. Yes. Eighty per cent, I should say, of the Liberal 
party were Republicans, and they went over in a body to the Repub- 
lican party. Two years previously, if my memory serves me, Joseph 
Rawlins had received a little oyer 15,(XX) votes, "Mr. Cannon 12,000 
and something, and Mr. Allen had received 6,000 and some odd votes. 
Eighty per cent of that vote going over to Mr. Cannon secured his 
election to Congress in 1894. It was not by reason of any church 
influence or interference. 

Mr. Worthington. Was that swing from 1892 to 1894, in your 
judgment, the result of the Republican Liberals in 1894 going over 
to the support of the Republican candidate whom they had not sup- 
ported in 1892 ? / • 
^Mr. Booth. That is my opinion, The great mass of the Gentiles 
supported Mr. Cannon. 
Mr. Worthington. It has been said here that Moses Thatcher was 
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defeated as a candidate for the Senate from Utah by Mr. Rawlins, 
and that that was the result of church interference. What can you 
tell us about that? 

Mr. Booth. My opinion has always been, since I have studied that 
question, that the church was right in the rule adopted, that none of 
the apostles or high church officers should engage in politics without 
the consent of the church. That was the position first taken, I be- 
lieve, by Judge C. C. Goodwin, a prominent non-Mormon writer. 

Mr. Worthington. And one of the protestants here? 

Mr. Booth. I believe he is one of the protestants here. That was 
the position, and I have never seen any reason to change my opinion 
in regard to that. As I understand it, the rule is simply this, that a 
man > . 

Mr. Tayler. It is in the record here. This is consuming lots of 
valuable time. 

The Chairman. The rule is in. 

Mr. Worthinoton. And every witness on the stand from Idaho in 
reference to politics has been asked about his understanding of the 
rule, notwithstanding it was in ; and Mr. Critchlow, and Judge Hiles, 
and Mr, Powers went over it at great length about their understand- 
ing of it. It is in the record, and I would like to have the understand- 
ing of this witness in regard to it. 

The Chairman. Gf ahead. Give your understanding of the rule, 

Mr, Booth, The rule is simply this, that an apostle having ac- 
cepted the duties as such', owed something to the church, as I under- 
stand he receives a salary; that before he can leave his duties to 
engage in something else which would call him away he had to obtain 
the consent of the church. 

The Chairman. How much is the salary of an apostle? 

Mr. Booth. That I do not know, I understand they do receive a 
salary. Some have said it is $1,500 and some $2,400. I never have 
heard definitely what it amounts to. 

The Chairman. Very well. 

Mr. Booth. And I nave never understood it to be an indorsement 
of his candidacy, but simply a permission that he might engage in 

Political affairs, or, in other words, a leave of absence from his church 
uty. I have approved of that, as a Gentile. I think it is right. 
Mr. Worthinoton. That bears upon the question which I asked 
you. but it does not fully answer it. I asked you what information 
you can give us as to whether Thatcher, when he ran for the Senate, 
was defeated by Rawlins by reason of the interference of the church 
or by some other causes ? 

Mr. Booth. I believe it was by other causes. I believe, though, 
that at that time many of the high church authorities disapproved, 
and did use some influence to defeat Moses Thatcher, for the reason 
that they believed that he was violating a rule of the church — not 
because they had any objection to his being a candidate for United 
States Senator. t Personally I was glad of it, because Moses Thatcher 
was a polygamist, and I have always been opposed to polygamists 
holding office of any kind. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do you know Mr. E. W. Wilson, who is one 
of the protestants here? 
Mr. Booth. I do; intimately. 
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Mr. Worthington. Was he a member of the legislature when 
Thatcher and Rawlins were candidates for the Senate! 
Mr. Booth. I believe so. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you know which of them he voted for ? 
Mr. Booth. No; I never have looked that up. I do not remem- 
ber. It is reputed he voted for Mr. Rawlins. 
Mr. Worthington. We will prove that by somebody else. 
Mr. Booth. I do not know it definitely. 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Owen here— whom you know, possibly 

Mr. Booth. Yes ; I know Mr. Owen. 

Mr. Worthington, Has testified that leading Gentiles in Utah 
bow to the church and do whatever it wants them to do, and it is 
impossible to get anything done that the church does not want done, 
ana whatever the church wants done is done for that reason. What 
is your judgment, first, on that general subject? 

Mr. Booth. My judgment is that that is incorrect. 

Mr. Worthington. He says, for instance, that Mr. Putnam, who 
was the county attorney, I think, there in Salt Lake County, is a 
weak-kneed Gentile? 

Mr. Booth. Well, I know Mr. Putnam very well, and I consider 
him a man of intelligence and a man of considerable backbone. I 
do not believe he would be dictated to by the Mormon Church or 
any other church. g 
. Mr. Worthington. He also spoke of Judge I&skin as being a man 
who bent the pregnant knee to the church. What do you think about 
that? 

Mr. Booth. That is simply ridiculous. Everybody who knows 
Judge Baskin knows that he is a man of decided character and could 
not be swayed by anybody. His whole life is a contradiction of that 
statement. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you know Judge Powers, who was a wit- 
ness in this case on behalf of the protestants? 
Mr. Booth. Yesj very well. 

Mr. Worthington. And who gave strong testimony here against 
the Mormon Church ? 
Mr. Booth. I know him very welL indeed. 

Mr. Worthington. Has he run for an office since he gave that, 
testimony? 

Mr. Booth. Yes, sir; he was nominated for Congress from Utah 
in 1904jjhis last campaign. 

Mr. Worthington. I suppose he was defeated along with the rest 
of the ticket? 

Mr. Booth. He was defeated along with the rest of the ticket. 

Mr. Worthington. How well dia he run? 

Mr. Booth. I believe he r»n ahead of his ticket. 

Mr. Worthington. On this matter of church interference 

Mr. Booth. I want to explain just a moment on that point. That 
was not by Gentile votes either. The American party nominated 
Judge Hiles, and Judge Hiles received the full strength of the 
American party vote. Judge Powers expected to get many American 
party votes, but failed to do so, and for that reason I say he was 
not cut by the Mormons, 

Mr. Worthington. In reference to this matter of church inter- 
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ference in politics, have the other churches taken a hand in that sub- 
ject in your State ? 

Mr. Booth. Why, more or less thty have; yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthin gton . Do you remember the case, for instance, of 
Jacob Moritz? 

Mr. Booth. I remember the case of Jacob Moritz. I know Mr* 
Moritz very well. He is a man of good character, a good citizen, but 
he is engaged in brewing beer. That is his business. 

Mr. Worthington. Where does he live? 

Mr. Booth. He lives in Salt Lake City, and he was nominated for 
the State senate; and because of that fact many members of churches 
other than the Mormon Church took an active part in trying to secure 
his defeat, and did defeat him. 

Mr. Worthington. Did they interfere as a church? 

Mr. Booth. No; not any more— that is, I do not understand they 
did as a bodv. Perhaps the ministerial association did, I mean 
that no individual church took any church action, but I believe the 
ministerial association did interfere. 

Mr. Worthington. To bring this matter to a close, as far as I am 
concerned, what do you say as to whether or not now, since President 
Joseph F. Smith l>ecame the president of the church, he has honestly 
kept the church out of politics ? 

Mr. Booth. That is my belief. 

Mr. Worthington. And have you seen anything to lead you to 
any contrary conclusion ? 

Mr. Booth. I have not. 
. Mr. Worthington. It is also said here by somebody that the Mor- 
mon Church controls financial and corporate institutions there. What 
do you say about that ? 

Mr. Booth. Well, I (Jo not know of any corporation that they abso- 
lutely control, unless perhaps it is the Zion Savings Bank and Trust 
Company. I am not certain even about that. I am quite confident 
the church does not control the Deseret National Bank, but they pos- 
sibly do control the savings bank. I am not so certain about tnat. 
It is generally understood as largely controlled by the Mormon 
Church. 

Mr. Worthington. How many other banks and trust companies 
have you there? 
Mr. "Booth. Oh, a large number. 

Mr. Worthington. The others, you understand, are all controlled 
by Gentiles ? 

Mr. Booth. Oh, no; the Utah State Bank is controlled by Mor- 
mons. The Utah National Bank is controlled by members of the 
Mormon Church ; but we have many Gentile banks and many Gentile 
institutions. 

Mr. Worthington. By Mormons as individuals, you mean? 

Mr. Booth. As individuals; not as a church. 

Mr. Worthington. I do not know that there is any law against 
their holding bank stock, if they want to. 

Mr. Booth. Yes; the president of the church, I believe, holds some 
stock in different institutions, and is president of several. 

Mr. Worthington. -That is all I care to ask you on thte political 
question-toe matter of the interference of Oae church m pontics, x 
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want now to ask you a few questions on this matter of polygamy. I 
want to ask you in the first place just the general question whether 
from what you have observed there and your acquaintance with the 
Mormon people, particularly from 1888 down, what you think of the 
future of polygamy in that State, without any reference to this case 
or its results. 

Mr. Booth. I believe polygamy is as dead as slavery. 
Mr. Wobthington. Why ? 

Mr. Booth. There are several reasons for it. The first is that 08 
per cent of the Mormon* people are against polygamy. It is inevit- 
able that it must cease to exist For several years the sentiment of the 
younger members of the church has been against polygamy, and since 
the manifesto it has been rapidily dying out 

Mr. Wobthington. In what part or the city of Salt Lake have 
you lived/ Mr. Booth? 

Mr. Booth. I live in what is known as the third precinct. I live 
at 128 North, West Temple street 

Mr. Wobthington. How long have you lived there? 

Mr. Booth. I have lived in the third precinct almost continuously 
since 1890, except two years I lived up in the eastern part of the city. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. uo any of these leading Mormon Church offi- 
cials who are said to be living in polygamy reside near you ? 

Mr. Booth. Yes; many of them live right near. Apostle Lund — 
or rather he is not an apostle; he is one of the first presidents of the 
church— lives- 
Mr. Wobthington. He is not a polygamist, I believe? 

Mr, Booth. He lives just across the street from me. Apostle M. F. 
Cowley lives just across the street — directly across the street. Mrs. 
Bathsheba Smith, president of th© Woman's Belief Society, is my 
next-door neighbor. Apostle John Henrj Smith lives a block up the 
street from me. Apostle George A. Smith lives in that same neigh- 
borhood; Bishop Preston, the presiding bishop of the church, lives 
oh the corner about 10 rods from where I live; and th^re are a num- 
ber of other prominent church officials in the neighborhood. 

MK Woiithihotok. You mentioned Apostle Lund. He is not a 
polygamist? 

Mr. Booth. No; he is not a polygamist, as I understand it 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Do you mean to say all the others of whom you 

have spoken are recognized as polygamists? 
Mr. Booth. No; I have spoken of them simply as prominent 

church officials. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. I asked you in reference to those said to be liv- 
ing in polygamy. 

Mr. Booth, f did not understand that to be your question. 

Mr. WoBTHiNGTON. While you speak of it, Bathsheba Smith is an 
old lady. How old is she? 

Mr. Booth. She is past 80 years of age. 

Mr. Wobthington. Do you know about her physical condition? 

Mr. Booth. Yes; her physical and mental condition is good. In 
,my opinion she is a most excellent woman— a grand old woman. My 
, family thinks a great deal of her. 

Mr. Woitthington. Now, I want to ask you, Mr. Booth, to explain 
why it is that if the people of Utah, and the Mormon people included, 
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a large part of them, «re so opposed to polygamy, how you account 
for what is the acknowledged fact here, that a good many of them are 
living in polygamous relations and are not interfered with, 

Mr. Booth. Well, my explanation of that is that the principal fight 
of the Gentiles has been to do away with polygamous marriages. 
While, during many years, there were numerous prosecutions for un- 
lawful cohabitation, it was riot for the purpose of punishing, so much, 
those people who lived in unlawful cohabitation, as it was to bring 
about a cessation of polygamous marriages. That was the principle 
for which we strived, to stop people from marrying ia polygamy. 
This was finally brought about in 1890 by the manifesto of the presi- 
dent of the church, which was affirmed or sustained as they call it, 
by the conference on October 6, 1890, and again in 1891. We did not 
accept that in good faith at that time. That is, we were somewhat 
skeptical about it; but later he did. Now, there has been since that 
time a disinclination to prosecute men and women who live in unlaw- 
ful cohabitation. One of my own reasons — the way I looked at it— . 
was this: My sympathy was with the plural wife and her children. 
By these prosecutions she suffered more really than the husband did. 
In nearly all of the cases I may say the plural wife is a pure-minded 
woman, a woman who believed that it was right according to the law 
of God for her to accept that relation, and that she can not be released 
from her obligations, when they are once entered upon. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You mean by the rule of her church ? 

Mr. Booth. By the rule of her church, not by law. I am looking 
at it, from her standpoint now — that when once that relation is 
entered upon there is no way of divorcing her from it. 

Mr. Tayler. Not by the church even f 

Mr. Booth. The church can, but I mean in no legal way. There is 
no legal way out of it. So that to inf orce rigorously the'law against 
unlawful cohabitation would mean in her case a divorcement from 
her husband without the right of remarrying again. She would be 
isolated, cut off without any husband, without any benefit of the 
right to social conversations with the man that she had married in 
good faith, and so forth. It would work a grea*; hardship upon her 
and her children. AndL again, if her husband is punished, she is 
brought to light and suffers the ignominy of the prosecution. 

For that reason I have been disinclined to prosecute those cases, 
and many Gentiles, for like reasons, have felt that way; that it 
ought to be allowed to die out, as it will in time, and for tie further 
reason, as I have stated here, that the principal thing we were 
fighting was the polygamous marriages and not unlawful cohabita- 
tion. We knew that if we could accomplish the destruction of the 
right to marry in polygamy the thing m time would cease, but so 
long as it went on, no 'matter how much you might prosecute people 
for unlawful cohabitation, it would continue. 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Booth, you say that is the way you felt 
about it, and the way many other Gentiles felt. What do you say 
as to the proportion of the people of your State who feel that way 
on that subject? ~ t - . t 

Mr. Booth. I should say, with Judge Powers and Mr. Cntchlow, 
that the general sentiment among the Gentile people in Utah is a dis- 
inclination to prosecute those cases. 
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Mr. Worthington. What would you say as to whether the 19 
protestants, whose names are familiar, do - or do not represent the 
public opinion of the State of Utah in presenting this matter in the 
wav they have here ? 

Mr. ESooth. I do not believe they do. That is my opinion. 

Mr. Worthington. On that subject let me ask you, as vou lire 
where many of these people are in your neighborhood, just how this 
matter of the relation of the husband to the plural wives is carried 
on! Do the plural wives in any instance live in the same household, 
so far as you know or hear of ? 

Mr. Booth. Not at all. I never heard of a case of that kind in 
recent years. 

Mr. Wohthinoton. I am speaking of recent times, since the State 
was admitted into the Union, say. 

Mr. Booth. Yes; in recent years. For instance, for a long time 
my children attend the Union School, which is in the third pre- 
cinct. Many of the children of Joseph Smith went to that school. 
Hie children mingled together at that school, and many of the chil- 
dren of John Henry Smith attended the Union School, and the 
children of other prominent church officials. I never heard that 
there had been any children born to the plural wives of Joseph F. 
Smith until I read the testimony of Joseph F. Smith in this case, 
and I live right there within a block and a half or two blocks of these 
people. My family had never heard of them. We were all sur- 
prised. 

Mr. Worthington. Do these husbands who have plural wives go 
around in public places or on the streets with two or more wives? 
Mr. Booth. No. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you ever known or heard of such a 
thing? 

Mr. Booth. No; I never heard of that. 

Mr. Worthington. Is it not a fact that the man ordinarily lives 
with his legal wife! .. . 

Mr. Booth. Ordinarily the man lives with his legal wife, and occa- 
sionally visits his plural wife. How often I can't say, as I have never 
watched them. 

Mr. Worthington. You understand the law, of course, to be as 
laid down by the supreme court, that if the man holds out the woman 
as his wife, it is not necessary to cohabit with him as her husband to 
be guilty of the crime of polygamous cohabitation. 

Mr. Booth. He would be guilty of the crime if he visited the house 
and even wound the clock, according to that interpretation. 

Mr. Worthington. In regard to this subject of nonprosecutioas 
for polygamous cohabitation, who have been the prosecuting officers 
in your county since the State was admitted? Have they been Mor- 
mons or Gentiles? 

Mr. Booth. Gentiles. 

Mr. Worthington. All of them? 

Mr. Booth. All of them, I believe. Mr. Van Cott was prosecuting 
county attorney there for a long time. Then there was Mr. Putnam; 
and later we had as district attorney Mr. Eichnor, a pronounced Gen- 
tile, and one of the leaders of the Liberal party. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you remember the case of Peter Droubey? 
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Mr. Booth. I have that from what I consider to be very reliable 
information from a prominent resident of Tooele County, The story 
as I understand it is this: Peter Droubey took a plural wife. He 
claimed he had the authority to do so from some one of the apostles, 
John W* Taylor, I believe. This was not recognized by the church 
authorities in Tooele County, and he was brought before the, high 
council of that county for living in adultery with this woman. I 
think I have her name here. It was the widow Bramett. He was 
tried, found guilty of adultery; and excommunicated by the church, 
and has not been a member of the church since, as I understand it 

Mr. Worthinoton. When did this happen ? 

Mr. Booth. Along .between 1890 and 1900. I do not remember 
the exact date. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What has been your observation as to whether 
there have been two plural marriages" since the manifesto? 

Mr. Booth. My ".. observation has been that there have been no 
plural marriages with the sanction of the church since the manifesto, 
unless possibly in the case of Abraham JI. Cannon. I am not clear 
about that. I have not a settled conviction as to his marriage with 
Lillian Hamlin. 

Senator Dubois. What do you mean by the sanction of the church? 

Mr. Worthinoton. I was about to ask that question. 

Mr. Booth. I mean married by the authorities of the church, or 
married iiv the temple. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What is your observation as to plural mar- 
riages, without regard to whether they were with the sanction of the 
church or not? 

Mr. Booth. I believe there have been some sporadic cases. 

Mr. Worthinoton. On that subject would vou agree, for instance, 
with what Mr. Critchlow testified on page 885 \ He was aked by Sen- 
ator McComas : 

" Have there been many polygamous marriages lately ? " 

And he said: 

" If there are any polygamous marriages at the present time, ray 
opinion is they are sporad ic cases." * 

Mr. Booth. Yes ; I agree with Mr. Critchlow, and I agree with 
what Mr. Powers said on that same subject later on. 

I wish to say in that connection that I have among my acquaint- 
ances many prominent young Mormons, politicians and others, 
about my age and younger, ana I have heard many of them say, with 
great emphasis, that if they believed the church sanctioned any plural 
marriages since the manifesto, they would leave the church imme- 
diately ; that they would not continue as members of the church if the 
manifesto should be violated by the officers of the church. I believe 
them to be just as sincere as men can be sincere. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do you believe that to be the general sentiment 
of the younger Mormon people? 

Mr. Booth. I believe that to be the general sentiment of the 
younger members of the Mormon Church. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What, in your judgment, would be the effect if 
the present president of the church should undertake to bring for- 
ward and have sustained a new revelation restoring polygamy and 
requiring it to be practiced ? 
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Mr. Booth. There would be an immediate revolution in the church. 
Mr. Worthington. You think, then, it is dead without reference 
to the law? 
Mr. Booth. I think it is. 

Mr. Worthington. Now, on the question of recent plural mar- 
riages. I might ask this question : What is your observation as to 
whether the number of men who are living in polygamous relations 
is increasing or decreasing f 

Mr. Booth. Decreasing very rapidly. In my judgment there are 
not more than one-fifth as many polygamists in Utah now as when I 
went to the State in 1888. 

Mr. Worthington. As to those who are polygamists, as a general 
thing, what would you say as to whether they are old or young 
people? 

Mr. Booth. Mostly old men; some in middle age. 
Mr. Worthington. Certainly, if they were married in 1889, they 
might not be very old now. 
Mr. Booth. Yes. I wish to say in that connection that I am ac- 

Suainted with a number of polygamous families, and the members of 
[lose families are generally, without exception, against polygamy. 
There is something about the polygamous family relation that makes 
many of the Mormon children dislike and be against polygamy. For 
that reason it was doomed. 
The Chairman. Have you anything further? 
Mr. Worthington, On, yes; I have several questions to ask him 
oil this subject 

The Evans bill has been referred to here. Of course, you know as 
well as we do what that means ? 

Mr, Booth. Yes; I understand what that means. 

Mr, Worthington. Evidence in relation to that bill has been intro- 
duced here as tending to show that the church wanted to give its 
sanction to polygamous cohabitation by preventing the punishment 
of it. Can you tell us from your knowledge of the history of the 
times there anything about that? 

Mr. Booth. Well, I was not a member of the legislature at that 
time. I know Mr. Evans very well. He was a member of the legis- 
lature in 1806, and a very ardent Mormon. His intentions undoubt- 
edly were good, and he intended in that way to save the plural wives 
from unnecessary prosecution — that is, from the results of the prose- 
cution. I think it was wrong. I was heartily against it, and ap- 
proved of the act of Heber MTWells, the governor of the State, when 
fie vetoed it. 

jMr. Worthington. Can you give us any information on the sub- 
ject of alleged failure to arrest Heber J, Grant when he was about 
to leave the country? 

Mr. Booth. Yes; I investigated that subject. Last fall it was 
charged against the sheriff, Mr, C. Frank Emory, who is a Mormon, 
that after the warrant was issued he permitted Heber J, Grant to 
leave the State without any attempt whatever to arrest him. That 
was charged by the American party to secure Mr. Emory's defeat I 
was a supporter of Mr. Emory, so I investigated the truth of that 
assertion, I found the facts to be about as follows 

Mr. Tattler. Of course this out herods—-- 

Mr. Worthington. This is the history of the times. I will read 
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your arguments and the decision of this tribunal in favor of this 
kind of evidonce, if you object to it 
Mr. Tayler. Oh, no. 

Mr. Worthington. Then keep quiet, and let us go on. 

The Chairman. Witness, be as concise as you can. 

Mr. Booth. I am trying to be as concise, Mr. Chairman, as I can. 
The county attorney, Mr. George Westerf el t, was a well-known Gen- 
tile. Further than that, he was what is known as a man having 
decided opinions against the Mormon people. Mr. Steel was a deputy 
in the criminal department of the sheriff's office and is a Gentile, a 
non-itformon. The warrant was issued and delivered to Mr. Steel, 
as chief deputy, about 5 o'clock in the afternoon. Mr. Steel at once 
made an investigation, and made an affidavit to the effect that he 
learned that at the time this warrant was delivered to him, Heber J. 
Grant had departed from the* State of Utah. In other words, the 
warrant was delivered to him at 5 o'clock in the afternoon, and 
Heber J. Grant had left on the train at 3 o'clock in the afternoon, 
and was at that time in the State of Wyoming or near the line, so he 
could not be apprehended. That is, as I understand the fact to be 
in reference to tnat. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you know Senator Smoot? 

Mr. Booth. I know Senator Smoot ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. How long have you known him? 

Mr. Booth. For ten years, I should say — longer than that by repu- 
tation, but ten years personally. 

Mr. Worthington. I was about to ask you if you have been famil- 
iar with his reputation and standing in that community of Utah for 
ten or twelve years ? 

Mr. Booth. I have, since 1890. That is about fourteen years, more 
or less. 

Mr, Worthington. I will ask you to tell us what information you 
can give us, if any, in reply to what Judge Hiles testified here. He 
said this, in substance, reading from page 692, and consolidating what 
he says: 

" Smoot would not have been elected to the United States Senate if 
he had not been approved by the authorities of the Mormon Church. 
He would never nave been elected United States Senator unless he 
had been an apostle and had received their consent and their in- 
dorsement. Wnen Mr. Smoot's candidacy was announced, and it 
was known that he had the consent of the church, it was then known 
that he would become Senator of the United States. He had been 
before that a perfunctory candidate. He was not seriously consid- 
ered until he became an apostle, and after his candidacy, subsequent 
to his aDOstolate, he had no standing as a candidate for the United 
States Senate, and when it was known he was a candidate, then 
everybody said: * That is the end of it; that settles it.' " 

And more to the same effect. 

Mr. Booth. I should say that statement is incorrect, and does Sena- 
tor Smoot a grave injustice. 

Mr. Worthington. What are the facts, as you understand them? 

Mr. Booth. The facts, as I understand them to be, are that he has 
been a prominent Republican ever since the Mormons and Gentiles 
divided on party lines, I think before the Liberal party disbanded, 
from 1891 down to the present time. He made speeches throughout 
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the southern counties of Utah, and traveled more or less throughout 
the entire State of Utah. As testified to bv Mr. Whitecotton, he was 
a prominent manufacturer and a buyer of wool and had spread the 
Republican gospel generally throughout Utah* for many years prior 
to that time. 
Mr. Wobthinoton. As a stump speaker ? 

Mr. Booth. As a stump speaker in the southern part of the State, 
in the southern counties, and generally as a talker for the Republican 
party throughout other portions of the State. He was so prominent 
that in my judgment he could have been nominated for an office from 
1896 down to the time he was elected United ' States Senator. I do 
not know that he ever aspired to hold any State office, but he was gen- 
erally regarded as a man high in the councils of the Republican 
party. 

1 Mr. Wobthinoton. Did it cause you any surprise when you heard 
he was talked of for Senator? 

Mr. Booth. No; I was opposed to him. I favored George Suther- 
land, and went into the convention in Salt Lake County and did all I 
could to defeat his candidates for the legislature, with Mr. CritchJow 
and George Sutherland and others. I was a candidate myself, an 
anti-Smoot candidate, for nomination for the legislature at that time, 
but through the votes of a number of prominent Gentiles Senator 
Smoot's candidates for the legislature received the nomination. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. It was the Gentiles who threw the balance to 
him, then ? 

Mr. Booth, i The Gentiles threw the balance. Mr. Joseph Lipman. 
now the manager of the Tribune, turned all of his forces in favor or 
Senator Smooths candidates. 

Senator Overman. Were the candidates Mormons? Were those 
who were nominated Mormons or Gentiles? 

Mr. Booth. Both Mormons and Gentiles. 

Mr. WoaTHiNOTOK. As a man who was right in that fight, what 
evidence did you see of church interference in that election ? 

Mr. Booth. There was no church interference at all. We would 
have defeated Senator Smoot's candidates if it had not been for Mr. 
lipman, who was then the political manager of the senior Senator 
from Utah. If it had not been for his influence and the influence 
of the senior Senator from Utah we could have defeated Senator 
Smoot's candidates in Salt Lake County. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Were there Mormons in that legislature that 
elected Senator Smoot ? 

Mr. Booth. Oh, I think so; yes; many Mormons. 

Mr. Wobthington. Did they go solidly one way or the other, or 
did they divide? - 

Mr. Booth. I do not remember the exact vote as it was taken in 
the legislature. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. It is in evidence here. 

Mr. Booth. But it was generally understood, after his candidates 
had been nominated during- the campaign, that he would be the can- 
didate for United States Senator, and was so accepted. After we 
were defeated we accepted that. We accepted our defeat as such, and 
went in and helped elect these men, knowing they would vote for 
Senator Smoot 
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Mr. Worthington. It was known that he had obtained the consent, 
under this rule you have spoken of j to run ? 

Mr. Booth. It was known he had obtained that consent. 

Mr. Worthington. W» s & accepted, as soon as that was known, 
that that was the end of it, or did you fight him ? 

Mr. Booth. We did not fight him at all. Wc supported our ticket. 

Mr. Worthington. You mean after he was nominated. 

Mr. Booth. After his candidates were nominated for the legis- 
Jature we supported all of those candidates. 

Mr. Worthington. You were speaking before of the primaries? 

Mr. Booth. No; I am speaking of the election, after the nomina- 
tion. 

Senator Dubois. When was it kown that he had received the con- 
sent to the authorities to become a candidate for the Senate? Before 
your primaries ? 

Mr. Booth. It was* known that he could not run unless he had 
obtained that consent. The Thatcher rule and the Roberts rule was 
well known at that time, that it was necessary for him to obtain that 
consent before he could be a candidate. Everybody understood that 

The Chairman. Let me ask you, right there, what effect it would 
have had if he had not obtained the consent 01 the church and had 
attempted to be a candidate ? 

Mr. Booth. I can not undertake to say what the church would have 
done to him. 

The Chairman. What is your best judgment? 

Mr. Booth. My judgment is he would have been nominated 
whether the church consented to it or not. 

The Chairman. How about the election ? 

Mr. Booth. And would have been elected whether the church con- 
sented to it or not, for this reason: Senator Smoot had a political 
influence separate and apart from his apostolic influence. His politi- 
cal influence was such that it would have obtained for him the nomi- 
nation whether the church consented to it or not He had that 
power, and I think the church recognized that as the reason they gave 
their consent. 

Senator Dubois. Would it interrupt you if I ask a question or two 
here, right in line? 
Mr. Worthington. Not at all. 

The Chairman. You say you think the church recognized that fact, 
and that is the reason they consented ? v 

Mr. Booth. I think they recognized the demand of the people gen- 
erally. , 

The Chairman. I thought you said a little while ago that they 
gave the consent because he was in the employ of the church and had 
no right to fun without the consent 

Mr. Booth. No ; what I said a while ago was this, that I recog- 
nized the right of the church to make a rule that no one holding high 
church positions shall be a candidate without their consent. That 
is what I meant to say, at least 

The Chairman. All right ; go ahead. 

Senator Dubois. Moses Thatcher and Mr. Roberts ran, respectively, 
for the United States Senate and for Congress before this rule was 
promulgated, did they not? They were candidates, and duringtheir 
candidacy the rule was promulgated, 

S. Doc. 486, 50-1, vol 2— 4ff 
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Mr. Booth. Now, I do not remember the exact date of that rule. 
Senator Dubois. They ran the first time without having the consent 
of the church? 

Mr. Booth. I know that Mr. Roberts did. He ran without the 
consent of the church, or without the consent of many of the people 
of Utah. 

Senator Dubois. He was beaten at that time, was he not? 
Mr. Booth. He was beaten at that time. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Roberts received the consent of the church to 
become a candidate at the next election, did he not? 

Mr. Booth. I believe he received the consent of the church to be- 
come a candidate under that rule. 

Senator Dubois. He was a Democrat, was he not? 

Mr. Booth. He was a Democrat. 

Senator Dubois. He was elected ? m * 

Mr. Booth. He was elected because of the popular wave that went 
over that country at that time. 

Senator Dubois. I understand. Did any other man receive the 
consent of the church to run against Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Booth. Any other man would have been elected on the Demo- 
cratic ticket at that time. 

Senator Dubois. That is not my question. I ask you did any other 
one than Mr. Roberts receive the consent of the church to run for 
Compress at the time when Mr. Roberts ran and was elected ? 

Mr. Booth. I am not informed as to that, Senator. 

Mr. WoRTHixOTON. Did any other man ask its consent? 

Mr. Booth. That I do not know. I have not heard so. 

Senator Dubois* And you do not know that any other received the 
consent? 

Mr. Booth. No; I do not know that any other asked for the 
consent 

Senator Dubois. Did any other one receive the consent to run for 
the United States Senate when Mr. Smoot was elected besides Mr. 
Smoot? 

Mr. Booth. I do not know that any other person asked for that 
consent 

Senator Dubois. Did you ever know of a high official of the Mor- 
mon Church running for an office without having the consent of the 
church against a high official who had that consent ? 

Mr. Booth. No; I do not remember it now. I do not remember 
such an instance. If you call it to my mind, perhaps I would, but I 
do not remember now. 

Senator Dubois. I do not remember any. 

Mr. Wobthington. Do you remember of any case in which any 
high officer of the Mormon Church, since the adoption of that rule, 
has asked for its consent and it has not been given * 

Mr. Booth. I do not. I will say this, that my general observation 
has been that, generally speaking, the Mormon apostles have but 
very little political influence outside of a very few persons. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. I understood you to say that when Roberts was 
elected anybody could have been elected on the ticket then? 

Mr. Booth. Yes; it was a popular wave that swept over the coun- 
try and put him in office, in favor of the Democratic party. I worked 
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against him a? hard as I could, because ho was a polygamist and be- 
cause I was a member of the Republican party. 

Mr. Worthington. Now, about Senator Smoot. Was there any- 
thing in this situation #in relation to polygamy and polygamous 
cohabitation in that State, in effect, or known to the people, when he 
was elected United States Senator, that was not exactly the same situ- 
ation when the State was admitted to the Union. 

Mr. Booth. No; there was no difference. I would like to explain 
that a little. 

In 1890 the manifesto was issued. It was sustained by the church 
conference, and the legislature met in 1892, composed principally of 
Mormons. At that time the legislature reenacted— that is, they 
passed-— a law in substance the same as the Congressional law against 
polygamy, unlawful cohabitation, and adultery. That law was passed 
by a legislature that was composed principally of Mormons, in 1892. 
'That is a part of the law of the State or Utah at the present time. 
It was carried over from the Territory, and became a part of the State 
law of Utah, that same law, and that is practically the same as the 
Edmunds-Tucker Act. 

Mr. Worth i n GTON . If I understand you, when Senator Smoot Was 
a candidate for Senator, and when he became an apostle, which was 
in April, 1900, things had settled down in Utah by the general acqui- 
escence of the people, that if there would be no new polygamous mar- 
riages the people who had entered into that relation before the mani- 
festo should not be disturbed? 

Mr. Booth. Should not be disturbed; no, sir. 

Mr. WoBTHiNGTON. And that was the state of opinion there when 
he became an apostle ? 

Mr. Booth. That was the state of opinion when he became an 
apostle; 

Mr. Worthington. And if he had gone against that state of opin- 
ion, he would have been going against the public sentiment of the 
State, would he not? 

Mr. Booth. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington, Gentiles and Mormons? 

Mr. Booth. Gentiles and Mormons. I would say in that respect 
that where polygamous relations were carried on in such a way as to 
outrage public sentiment, in those cases, of course, a prosecution 
wouldhave been demanded. 

Mr. Worthington. Another subject I wish to ask you about. We 
have had some testimony here about the schools of Utah. Have you 
had any particular 1 occasion to investigate the question in your 
county? 

Mr. 'Booth. I have during the last campaign. 
Mr, Worthington. What was the object or the investigation in the 
first place? 

Mr. Booth. It was charged by the American party organ at first — 
stated rather— that the reason for the organization of the American 
party was to rescue the public schools from Mormon domination. A 
few of my Gentile friends stated to me that they intended to vote the 
American party ticket because they believed that the Mormon Church 
was dominating the public schools in Salt Lake City. Well, that 
was a matter which I thought ought to be investigated, because if any 
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church should dominate the public schools it ought to be remedied as 
quickly as possible. / 

I found the condition to be about as follows: That the board of 
education in Salt Lake City was composed of 5 Mormons and 5 Gen- 
tiles. The teachers of the high schools are 2 Mormons and 35 Gen- 
tiles. In the East Side High School there are 10 Gentile teachers, no 
Mormons. The total number of teachers in the Salt Lake public 
schools is, approximately. 74 Mormons and 290 Gentiles. Nearly 80 
per cent of the total number of teachers are Gentiles, and it was esti- 
mated at that time that at least there were about 2,500 more Mormon 
children in the public schools of the city than children of Gentile 
parentage. 

It was further estimated that about one-half of the population of 
Salt Lake City, is Mormon. Now, the city superintendent of schools 
at that time was a M#rmon. I do not know what the new board has 
done. I am speaking now of the conditions that existed prior to the 
election in November. His secretary was a Gentile. The secretary of 
the board of education was a Gentile. The assistant secretary of the 
board of education was a Gentile. The examining board* for teachers 
was composed of 3 Gentiles and 1 Mormon. The supervisors of the 
teachers are 3 Gentiles and 1 Mormon. The principals of the public 
schools are 8 Mormons and 17 Geatiles. The total n mount paid to 
teachers of the public schools of Salt Lake City annually was esti- 
mated at that time to be about $222,000, and it was estimated that 
of this amount $175,000 was paid to Gentile teachers and $47,000 to 
Mormons. Later on, on ascertaining the exact salaries paid to these 
persons, that was modified so as to be $170,000 to Gentiles and 
$52,000 to Mormons. I say that is approximately correct. . * Of course 
it is impossible to obtain exactly the number of Gentile teachers and 
the number of Mormon teachers, but 'from the best information we 
could obtain that is approximately correct, and was not seriously 
denied, either during mat election or during the recent school elec- 
tion in SalHLake City. 

Mr. W0*thington. In conclusion, Mr. Booth, I want to call your 
attention to something that was said here by Mr. Power s 

Mr. Booth. Before I leave that subject I want to add this, that at 
the recent election in Sajt Lake City— I have the figures here^-there 
was a part of a new board elected, and it has been generally charged 
in the East that the Mormons controlled the election. In that 
respect I want to say that I was there at the time it was agreed 
between the Republicans and Democratsr— Jkformons and non-Mor- 
mons— that they should elect a nonpartisian school board, and they 
joined together, and the result was that one member of the American 
party was elected, but it leaves the school board one-half Gentile and 
one-half Mormon, as I understand it. So that it is not changed. 
Therefore there can not be any radical change in the conduct of the 
public schools* * 

It was charged while I was m the East, by the Philadelphia 
Inquirer, a very prominent paper of Philadelphia, that the Mormons 
had obtained the control or the schools in Salt Lake City and in- 
tended to displace the Gentile teachers, if I remember correctly, and 
intended to teach the Mormon doctrine in the public schools* Of 
course this would be absolutely impossible. 
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Mr. Worthinoton. As a matter of fact, has there or has there not 
been any such change in your public schools ? 
Mr. Booth. Not m a Gentile country. 

Mr. Worthinoton. As teaching Mormon doctrine, or polygamy, or 
anything of that kind ? 

Mr. Booth. That is as unheard of as it would be to teach it in 
Washington or any other city in the East. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Mr. Powers, when he was here, told us— it is on 
page 897 of the record— that thera has been a great change in Utah in 
respect of the manner in which Mormons an J Gentiles get along to- 
gether. I would like you to tell us* in conclusion, what you have to 
say on that subject, and the progress jour State is making in doing 
away with these evils, without outside interference. 

Mr. Booth. When I first went to Utah, in 1888, 1 found a great deal 
of bitterness existing between the Gentiles and the Mormons. Mor- 
mons refused trade at Gentile stores, Gentiles at Mormon stores. 
The Gentiles charged the Mormon people with many things, and the 
Mormon people charged the Gentiles with being carpetbaggers and 
unsettled, and all that sort of thing. That has all passed away. To 
my mind the change in Utah in the last fourteen years has been some- 
thing marvelous. The change in the sentiment of the Mormon peo- 
ple generally has been something simply wonderful, and if allowed to 

fo on as it is now, in a few years we will not hear anything about the 
formon question at all, 

Mr. WoirrHiNGTON. There was a Judge Tanner in Salt Lake City, 
who is charged with being a polygamist. Do you know what was 
done about tSat? 

Mr. Booth. Yes; it was charged by the Salt Lake Tribune. 1 
do not remember the date now. 

Mr. Worthinoton. It was chared that he had taken a plural wife 
since the manifesto? 

Mr: Booth. That he had taken a plural wife or two plural wives 
since the manifesto. That interested me very much, because, if true, 
T would lose my faith in the good intentions of the church, and I 
helped to investigate that a great deal. I was determined if any- 
thing of that kind had occurred to press the inquiry and make an 
example of him. 
Mr. TayleR. Just give the fact, if you can, that is all. 
Mr. Booth. I want to give my relation to it, Mr. Tayler, firsthand 
then give the fact. 

A grand jury was called and he was investigated. That grand jury, 
I befieve, was composed of. about half Gentiles and half Mormons, 
and he was exonerated by the grand jury. He was at that time one 
of the city judges of Salt Lake City* At the last judicial conven- 
tion, held in 1904, he was a candidate for district judge, and during 
the convention came in direct conflict fdr the nomination with my 
former law partner, Judge Ritchie, who is now one of the judges of 
the third judicial district; and on account of the mere suspicion that 
he had taken these wives, although, as I understand it, there was no 
direct proof produced, many of the Mormon people in that conven- 
tion voted against him, voted for Mr. Ritchie, who was a Gentile, 
and nominated Mr. Ritchie over Judge Tanner. If it had not been 
for that suspicion there is no question but that he would Tiave re- 
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ceived the nomination by a good majority. The mere suspicion and 
the story that had been circulating about him defeated his nomina- 
tion. I voted against him myself^ as a member of that convention, 
and other delegates of that judicial convention from the third pre- 
cinct, many Mormons that I knew, voted against him. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you know something of a similar transac- 
tion in regard to a Mr. Ridout? 

Mr. BootfH. Mr. D. O. Ridout, jr., was a candidate for State 
senator at the last Republican convention held in Salt Lake City. 
He had the unanimous support of the county delegates outside of 
Salt Ijake City, but on account of the fact that he had at one time 
been a polygamist, although his plural wife had Jeft him and had 
married another man, he was defeated. Otherwise he was a very 
popular man, a splendid speaker, an orator of ability. He had been 
in the lepslature before, but the mere fact that he bad once been a 
polygamist defeated his nomination for State senator. ♦ 

Mr. Worthington. And he was not charged with having taken 
a plural wife after the manifesto? 

Mr. Booth. No. He had riven up his plural wife also; and in 
his place was nominated Mr. George Lawrence, who was a man who 
had worked against Senator Smoot. who had been a member of the 
State senate at the time Senator Smoot was elected to the United 
States Senate and had worked against him; but Mr. Lawrence re- 
ceived the nomination in place of Mr. Ridout, who was a friend of 
Mr. Smoot. 

Mr. Worthingtqn. Mr. Lawrence was a Gentile? 
Mr. Booth. George Lawrence is a strong Gentile. He is one of 
that class. 

Mr. Tayler. So that a mere suspicion that a man had been tainted 
with polygamy was enough to destroy him politically? 

Mr. EEooth. Enough to destroy him politically, with the stories 
that had been circulated with reference to him, although there was no 
direct proof produced. 

Mr. Tayler. The story in regard to Brigham Roberts, who was 
known to have three, did not affect him? There was not a suspicion 
attaching to him ? 

Mr. Booth. The Brigham Roberts case was different, I think, Mr. 
Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. Oh ! 

Mr. Booth. Many of the Mormon people were bitterly opposed to 
Mr. Roberts. 

Mr; Tayler. Do not let us discuss it. .He was elected notwith- 
standing that. 

Mr. Worthington. I insist that the witness be allowed to explain 
that. 

Mr. Tayler. Go on. I would rather not interrupt. 
Mr. Worthington. Do not ask questions if you do not want them 
answered. 
Mr. Tayler. Go on and answer it 

Mr. Booth. Mr. Brighani Roberts belonged to the Democratic 
partV.and not to the Republican party. He could not have been 
nominated in the Republican party for* anything political. 

The Chairman. What else, Mr. Tayler? 
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Mr* Tayler. Do you know Thomas H. Merrill? 

Mr. Booth. I know him by reputation only. 

Mr. Tayler. Do yon know he testified here ? 

Mr. Booth. I have heard he did. 

Mr. Tayler. He is the son of an apostle ? 

Mr. Booth. The son of an apostle. 

Mr. Tayler. He had several wives ? 

Mr. Booth. That I do not know, except ~ 

Mr. Tayler. He is a Republican? 

Mr. Booth. Wait. That I do not know except by what T heard. 

Mr. Tayler. You told us lots of things you have merely heard. Mr. 
Booth. Do you not understand he is a Republican ? 

Mr. Booth. I understand he is a Republican ; yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Was he not elected a few weeks ago to the legislature ? 

Mr. Booth. I understand he was, up in Cache County; in one of 
those remote precincts. 

Mr. Tayler, Up where? 

Mr. Boom. In one of the remote precincts of the State. 
Mr. Tayler. Yes; in a remote precinct. 

Mr. Booth. He could not have been elected in Salt Lake County. 

Mr. Tayler. The suspicion of polygamy will defeat a man, but a 
certainty of his polygamous life will elect him. That is about the 
logic, is it not? 

Mr. Booth. I wiirsay to you right now, Mr. Tayler, that 90 per 
cent of the Republicans of the State deprecate the fact that Mr. Mer- 
rill was elected, and had they known it, they would have insisted on 
his withdrawal. 

Mr. Tayler. That is general. Let us descend to particulars a mo- 
ment. You told us with great emphasis, and the certainty of convic- 
tion, that Mr. Ridout was positively defeated because there was a 
suspicion or a rumor that he 

Mr. Worthington. Is this a question, Mr. Tayler, or a stump 
speech? 

Mr. Booth. Not Mr. Ridout. It was Mr. Tanner. 

Mr. Tayler. Was it Mr. Ridout or somebody else ? 

Mr. Booth. It was Mr. Tanner. H. S. Tanner was defeated on 
account of there being a suspicion. Mr. Ridout was defeated because 
he had been a polygamist. 

Mr. Tayler. But had quit it? 

Mr. Booth. But had quit it. 

Mr. Tayler. Was he defeated because he had quit it ? 
Mr. Booth. He was defeated because he had been a polygamist. 
We did not want them on the ticket 
Mr. Tayler. You say the grand jury exonerated Tanner. 
Mr. Booth. Well, they didnot indict him. 
Mr. Tayler. Oh ! 

Mr. Booth. I mean to say this, that there was not sufficient proof 
in the minds of the members of the grand jury to indict him. I do 
not mean to say an exoneration^ in the sense in which you imply it. 

Mr. Tayler. They did not find, if the facts existed, that it occurred 
in Salt Lake County. Is not that it? 

Mr. Booth. I do not remember the exact report. 

Mr. Tayler. The suspicion, that really amounted to something 
more than a suspicion, still remains, does' it not? 



728 MID SMOOt. 

Mr. Booth. I think it does; yes. I think there are many people 
who have some belief upon that subject, but the suspicion that I 
s^eak of was in the minds of these Mormon people who voted against 
him. 

Mr. Tayler. Undoubtedly. You live in a part of the city where 
you are well buttressed ecclesiastically ? 
Mr. Booth. Yes. 

Mr, Tayler. The hierarchy is all about you ? 

Mr. Booth. What do you mean by the hierarchy ? 

Mr. Tayler. I mean apostles and the first presidents. They are 
in your neighborhood, many of them? , 

Mr. Booth. In my neighborhood; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Joseph F. Smith lives a block or so from you ? 

Mr. Booth. His wives do. He lives in the official residence now, 
at the Bee Hive House, which is three blocks from where I live, 

Mr. Tayler. And Anthon H. Lund liv^s across the street from 
you? i 

Mr. Booth. Apostle Lund lives just across the street. 

Mr. Worthinoton. He is not an apostle now. He is a councilor. 

Mr. Booth. He is councilor to the president — one of the first presi- 
dents, as they call them there. 

Mr. Tayler. M. F. Cowley, you say, lives where ? 

Mr. Booth. Right across the street—right beside Apostle Lund. 
. Mr. Tayler. And what other apostle ? 

Mr. Booth. John Henry Smith Jives just a block toward town. 

Mr. Tayler. Does he not also live just a block from town, too? 

Mr. Booth. Yes; I live two blocks from the town, and he lives 
between me and the city. 

Mr* Tayler. Has he not a house on each side of you ? 
r 'i:^ ; vlir;.vBobirar*- Yes; the house where x>ne of his wives lives, at the 
end of West Temple street, on the north end there, on First North 
street; but his wife that he lives with— his residence — is known as 
across from the temple grounds, besides his son, George A. Smith; 

Mr. Tayler. Apart from the varying views that people might take 
of this plural marriage entered into and followed by polygamous 
cohabitation, these are all reputable, respected people? 

Mr. Booth. They are. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you not think, Mr. Booth, considering your sur- 
roundings there* and the relations with these people as neighbors 
and otherwise, it is one of those things that " seen too oft, familiar 
with her face, we first endure, then pity, then embrace?" 

Mr. Booth. No; I do not. You will find that I have been a con- 
sistent opponent of polygamy all my life— that is, ever since I went 
to Utah. 

Mr. Tayler. I understand. 

Mr. Booth. And have never ceased to strike a blow against it 
where I could do so. 

Mr. Tayler. Exactly. Against the case of a man taking a new 
plural wife? * 

Jk£r Booth. Yes. 

, Mr! Tayler. But what odds is it how many plural wives may be 
taken, so far as the public sense is outraged, if the public does not 
know that polygamous cohabitation is going on? 
Mr. Booth. The root of the evil is the taking of the wives. 
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Mr. Tatlbb. Exactly, But when the root has once shot down, 
then your proposition is let it go on until it dies ? ■ I 

Mr. Boor*:. No; I have stated, as Mr. Critchlowdid, as Judge 
Powers did, that there was a disinclination to 1 prosecute these old 
cases prior to the manifesto. 

Mr. Taylor. Now, of course there is a disinclination to prosecute 
merely for the unlawful cohabitation, such as the Supreme Court 
defined, of having a wife or, as you say, going to < wind up the clock; 
but there is also a disinclination to prosecute the man who has five 
or six . wives in your neighborhood, and whose* progeny in broods 
periodically appear and reappear. Do vou mean that does not shock 
your sense of propriety sufficiently to think that something ought to 
be done about it? 

, Mr. Booth. It does shock our sense of propriety ! that such a thing 
should occur, and we have sought — that is, I have — for sixteen years 
for a remedy for it, and I would be glad if anyone could point out 
to me the light on that subject. 

Mr. Tayler. What would have happened, Mr. Booth, if the state- * 
hood had not occurred? 

Mr. Booth. I do not think it would have been any different 

Mr. Taylek. You do not? 

Mr. Booth. No ; I do not. 5 

Mr. Tayler. You do not think the policeman's club that the Fed* 
eral Government held there would have had any effect? 

Mr. Booth. I believe the general disinclination to prosecute these 
people is such, public sentiment is such, that even the Federal officers 
would not have been so vigilant in prosecuting them as they were in 
the old days. 

Mr. Tayler. The understanding, the expectation, and the. promise 
of these people was that there would not be unlawful cohabitation in 
the sense of living with these plural wives, was it not? That was 
the pledge and the promise ? 

Mr. Booth. It was so stated in their petition for amnesty. 

Mr. Tayler. Was it not so stated in their testimony ? 

Mr. Booth. And we believed that that would be true, and we 
hoped it would be true. It is impossible, Mr. Tayler, for a man who 
has polygamous wives to visit those wives and look after them and 
look after the families without this thing occurring. It is an abso- 
lute impossibility. They are controlled by the laws of human nature 
the same as you or I or any other person. It would be an impossi- 
bility to do it, „ 

Mr. Tayler. But the inception of the relation was absolutely and 
inexcusably unlawful, was it not? 

Mr. Booth. It was, and should never have been undertaken; but 
once undertaken, the problem what to do with it has confronted us 
night and day ever since that time. 

Mr. Tayler. The right thing to do, then, is to let it alone, what- 
ever it may be or whatever form it may take? Of course I under- 
stand you protest against the thought that a polygamous husband 
with his five wives or more and his forty-odd children should on holi- 
days parade the city with banners and placards announcing what 

they are. . . 

Mr. Booth. I do not believe you quite understand the situation, 
Mr. Tayler. That is carried on so quietly that I say although we live 



pie generally— nonpolygamists, I mean, with the younger element of 
the &urch~we go to t&ir social gathering the/comTto my house, 
it was unknown to me that this had occurrea, until this testimony by 
the president of the church here. It was unknown to my wife, 
unknown to my family. 

Mr. Taylbb. Are you in the habit of being ignorant of the fact 
that children come to your neighbors, if they are neighbors and 
known to you? 

Mr. Booth. In the city. If it was in a country town it would be 
known, but in a city like Salt Lake City it is not known. 

Mr. Tayleb. Does not that rather, argue that your acquaintance is 
limited? 

Mr. Booth. It may be that my acquaintance is limited. 

Mr, Taylbb. You do not mean to say that Joseph F. Smith delib- 
erately sought to conceal the fact that he had children, that he kept 
them housed up, or that he deceived people by saying there were 
none, do you? 

Mr. Booth. What I mean to say by that is 

Mr. Tayusk. Answer the question. 

Mr. Booth. The fact was not paraded. It was not known to Gen- 
tiles, generally speaking, in that community. 

Mr. Taylbb. He dealt with those children exactly as any other man 
would deal with the children he had, without undertaking faffn^ 

Mr. Booth. Mind you, now, we have no social m^^with 
Joseph F. Smith and his family. Joseph F. Smith would ?jjm know 
me or recognize me if he met me on the street. I never /^et him M 
my life. I never shook hands with him. I never was introduced to 
Mm* Ineversaid anything to him in my life. /, 

Mr. Tayum. You say you investigated this Heber J. Gwt? 
■ '-Mftv ■ Bckhhh* Yes* I did. / 

Mr! Tayleb. J>o'vou not know that Heber J. Grant iejffc Provo at 
midnight of that night? / ... ^ ^ 

Mr. Booth. Well, he left Salt Lake City prior to tM time when 
this warrant was delivered. ....... . v Vi 

Mr. Taylbb. I know. Did you not testify though that he had left 
the State? 

Mr. Booth. Yes; I said that was the affidavit of Mr. Steel— his 
belief —that he had left the State. 

Mr. Taylbb. Was he not in the State and within a few miles for 
ten hours after the opportunity to arrest him presented itself? 

Mr. Booth. That I do not know. I was simply repeating the 
affidavit made by Mr. Steel to that effect as I remember it. Of 
course personally ! know nothing about this. 

Mr. Tayleb. You say Apostle Cowley lives across the street from 
you? 

Mr. Booth. He does, directly, 

Mr. Taylbb. Does he live there with any regularity? 

Mr. Booth. Well, I would not know Apostle Cowley. I might 
know him if I should meet him. I have seen him once or twice, 
but I see him going and coming occasionally from the house. I 
never met him. I never was introduced to him, and I only know him 
by what I have supposed to be Apostle Cowley when going to his 
boms there. 
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Mr^ATiw. You have interested yourself so much in this sub- 
ject, Mr, Booth ; and evidently intelligently undertaken to prepare 
yourri$jr to testify. Have you ever heard it charged that Apoetle 
Cowley has taken an extra wife or two since 1800? 

Mr,! Booth. Yes. I do not know that I have since 1890. 

Mr] Tayler. Yes; since 1890? 

Mr, Booth. I have not heard that charge, except as it appeared in 
this investigation. 

Mr. ;Taylbr. Have you heard that Apostle Taylor has taken two 
wives since 1890? 

Mr. Booth. I have heard that charge, yes, sir; and I would be in 
favor of prosecuting him to the full extent of the law for it. 

Mr. Worthi n oton , That is, if it is true? 

Mr. Booth. That is, if it is true; yes. 

Mr* Tayler. Have you heard any reason given why Apostle Cow- 
ley and Apostle Taylor can not be secured to testify in this case? 
Mr, Booth. No ; I have not. 

Mr. Taylrr. What proportion of the taxes of Salt Lake City are 
paid by Gentiles? 

Mr. Booth. Now, that would be a mere guess. I should say more 
than half. 

Mr. Tayler, You have no definite or accurate knowledge about it? 

Mr. Booth. No; I have no definite information as to that. I do 
not believe any person has. That would be an impossible tliirtg, 
almost, to secure ; but I should say that in Salt Lake City the Gentiles 
own more than half of the property and would pay more than .half 
the taxes. In the county I should think it would be evenly divided. 
Now, that is a mere judgment on my part — a guess, I mean. I do not 
know. 

Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

Senator Dubois. I want to ask a question, if you please. What is 
the status, Mr. Booth, of these children who are now being born in 
the polygamous relation; legally, let us say? 

Mr. Booth, I believe, Senator, that they have been legitimatized 
by every legislature since statehood. 

Senator Dubois. Each legislature that comes along legitimatizes 
the new polygamous children? 

Mr. Booth. It is generally recognized that it is not the fault of 
these children, and that the punishment should not be visited upon 
them. 

The Chairman. The question was whether the legislature does 
that. 

Mr. Booth. That is my understanding. I do not remember about 
the last legislatures, but I know in 189(> I voted to legitimatize the 
polygamous children at that time, for the reasons I have stated. 

ilr. Tayler. That would not discourage, then, the polygamous 
cohabitation of men with women, would it? 

Mr. Booth. Perhaps not. 

Mr. Tayler. If they felt sure the children were going to be legiti- 
matized ? 
Mr. Booth. Perhaps not. 

Mr. Tayler. You did not vote to legitimatize the poor devils that 
were, without their consent, born in some other relation, did you? 
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Mr. Pooth. I perhaps would if it had been brought about in the 
manner in which these children had been born* 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Booth, do you not understand that these 
children who are now being born into the world in this polygamous 
relation come into the world contrary to the laws of God ancf man ? 

Mr. Booth. Well, they do contrary to the laws of man. The other 
l&w is not so well defined and definitely settled as to enable me to 
testify concerning it 

Senator Dubois. Would you take the authority of Joseph Smith, 
the president of the church, on that point, as to whether it is con- 
trary to the law of God ? 

Mr. Booth. I do know this, Sonator- 

Senator Dubois. Would you take his authority? If you are not 
clear on that yourself, would Joseph F. Smith's authority be good? 

Mr.- Booth, I do know this — that the women who have gone into 
polygamy have done so from pure motives, believing it to be the law 
of Uod, and these children are born under those conditions. 

Senator Dubois. If )'ou are not clear as to whether they come into 
the world contrary to the law of God, would you take Joseph F. 
Smith's testimony, and Francis M. Lyman's testimony, the present 
president, and the next president, if he outlives Smith, of the cnurch? 

Mr. Worthin oton . Mr. Booth is not a Mormon. 

Mr. Booth. I am not a Mormon. I am not subject to their control 
in any way. 

Senator Dubois. I ask that question. Have vou any sympathy for 
these children, who are now being born into the wo/kfin this rela- 
tion? 

Mtj Booth. > I certainly have. 

Senator Dubois. You have for the children? 

Mr. Booth. I have for the children and I have for the women. 

Mr. Tayler. Is your sympathy for the children, who are in nowise 
responsible, equal to your sympathy for the plural wives? 

Mr. Booth. Well, that would be a matter of separation that I 
could not make. 

Mr. Tayler. You could not make that? 

Mr. Booth. I do not think so. My sympathies are for both, 

Mr. Tayler. You would not undertake to stop it at all ? Your 
sympathy for the children is not so great that you would undertake 
to stop their being brought into the world contrary to the laws of 
God and man ? 

Mr. Booth. Yes; I would if I knew any way to do it without visit- 
ing the penalties and hardships upon these women. I have thought 
of that lor years; and if you can point out a way to do that I would 
be glad to accept it and carry it out as far as I can. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you think that the Gentiles of Utah generally 
have more sympathy with these plural wives than they have for these 
poor children ? 

Mr. Booth. I could not say as to that. The Gentile population 
are somewhat divided, as you know, concerning these matters. I am 
speaking from my point of view, from a long study of this question, 
embracing years, and I want to do the right thing when I act A 
vigorous prosecution of unlawful cohabitation would mean the isola- 
tion of these Mormon women. 
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Mr. Tayler. It would stop, however, the bringing into the world 
of these children, would it not? . , 

Mr. Booth: Yes; it would do that, but that would cease anyway 
in a short time. It is only a mater of a few years when that will pass 
by. 

Mr. Tayler; It is sfceh a little thing that it is hardly worth paying 
attention to. 

Mr. Booth. No, Mr. Taylorj.it is not a little thing. It affects us 
deeply, and has all these years. 

Mr. Tayler. I do not wish to misinterpret what you say, but I so 
interpret your remark. 

Mr. Booth. No ; I do not mean that at all. 

Mr. Tayler. That it will be by so soon that we night as well do 
nothing? 

Mr. Booth. No; I do not mean that at all. I mean that you can 
not approach this question from a narrow-minded point of view. 
You have got to approach it from a liberal-minded point of view. 
You have got to look at all sides before you determine what to do in 
this respect. 

Mr. Tayler. Does it ever occur to you, who are there in the atmos- 
phere, that this is very much more a question of government than of 
morals? 

Mr. Booth. As a question of government 

'•'Mr. Tayler. I do not object to your discussing it, but if you can 
answer it yes or no I wish you would do so. 

Mr. Booth. Will you read the question? 

The question was read, as follows : 

"Mr. Tayler. Does it ever occur to you, who are there in the atmos- 
phere, that this is very much more a question of government than of 
morals ? " 

Mr. Booth. I think prior to the manifesto it was. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you not think it is a vital question when men live 
with plural wives, and justify it, not upon the ground of humanity, 
although that is one influence that operates, but of unimportance 
relatively, but who chiefly, almost entirely, justify it upon the 
ground that the relation was entered into with the approval and sanc- 
tion of God, and that on law has any right or can interfere with it or 
dissolve it? Is not that a defiance of law, Mr. Booth? Is not that 
pleading a higher law and saying that they will not obey the law of 
the land? 

Mr. Worth ington. You; mean assuming what you say to be true? 

Mr. Booth. For many years, Mr. Tayler, that was my belief. 
Up to the time when the church issued the manifesto and convinced 
me that it was in good faith I took that view of it, but now I do not 
so understand that they live in that relation for that reason. As 
I undersand . Doctor Buckley's testimony — I heard Doctor Buckley 
testify ; I was here in December when he testified as to the sermon 
preached by President Smith in the tabernacle — they live in that rela- 
tion because President Smith believed that to abandon these women 
would subject him to severe condemnation and possibly to punish- 
ment, if such a thing exists in the future world, I certainly would 
despise a man who would abandon these women, 
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Mr* Tayler, Do not let us confuse abandonment with polygamous 
cohabitation and rearing children. 

Mr. Booth. Well, upon that point I will say this, that you can not 
separate them. 

Mr, Tayler. The.n we understand your status. 

Mr. Booth. It is either abandonment or it amounts to the other 
thing. You can not draw that line. 

Mr. Tayler. I was not quoting Joseph F. Smith at all. I was 
quotingJohn Henry Smith. 

Mr. Booth. I do not remember what he testified to. I have not 
read his testimony. 

Mr. Tayler, He testified, as I have stated, that this obligation was 
taken with the approval of God. 

Mr. Booth. He believed so, I believe, 

Mr. Tayler. Yes, undoubtedly; and that having been taken with 
the approval of God, no matter what law of the land might be enacted 
prohibiting the continuance of the relation which he thus took he 
recognizeaand obeyed a higher law; that the law of the land — this is 
the way he put it — could not dissolve or interfere with that relation. 

Mr. Booth. I know that that is the view entertained by John 
Henry Smith and by some others.. 

Mr, Tayler. Is not that the universal view, Mr. Booth ? 

Mr, Booth, No ; I do not think it is. I think that is a view which 
is taken by what we term the fanatical members of the Mormon 
Church. 

Mr. Tayler. That is Joseph F. Smith's view, is it not? 
Mr. Booth. Not from what Mr. Buckley has said. 
Mr. Tayler. Is it not? 

Mr. Booth. I did not understand him to so testify. 
Mr. Tayler. If Joseph F. Smith said that any man who would 
obey the customs of the world, who would not remain true to his 
wives, which meant all that that term implies, he would be forever 
damned- 
Mr. Booth. Yes; I believe he believes that 

Mr. Tayler, How is that to be distinguished from John Henry 
Smith's statement? 

Mr. Booth. In this way : He does not put it upon the ground that 
God had commanded him to live with these women. 

Mr. Tayler. If he is going to be damned, what kind of just God 
would it be that would damn him for doing a thing that he had been 
commanded to do? 

Mr. Booth. That would be an act of free moral agency upon his 
part. He would be damned because he had violated the obligations 
which he had taken. 

Mr, Tayler. That God had laid upon him? 

Mr. Booth, Yes; that God had laid upon him, from that point of 
view, 

Mr. Tayler. John Heriry Smith and Joseph F. Smith are both very 
able men, are they not? ' 

Mr. Booth, They are so far as church work is concerned, at least. 

y Mr. Tayler. , Would you think John Henry Smith's chief work is 
spiritual, ecclesiastical work? 

Mr. Booth, It is spiritual, ecclesiastical work. 
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Mr. Tayler. Is that the reason why John Henry Smith is such a 
politician? 

Mr. Booth. I do not understand that John Henry Smith is any 
great politician. 
Mr. Tayler. Do you not? 

Mr. Booth. I would not give a farthing for his support politically 
in any matter. 

Mr. Tayler. That may be your view of his value, but do you not 

know that he is a very active politician, that he stumps 

Mr. Booth. He has been in a way. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you not know that perhaps his field of political 
endeavor is not so much Salt Lake as it is Idaho and Wyoming? 

Mr. Booth. I do not know what his political influence in Idaho and 
Wvoming is, but 

Mr. Tayler. I am not talking about his influence at all. I taow 
you do not know anything about that You say he has none, but he 
is an active politician, is he not ? 

Mr. Booth, I say so far as his political influence is concerned in 
Salt Lake County, or in Utah, it is not great. It does not amount 
to much. 

Mr. Worthington. The testimony is that wherever he spoke in 
Idaho his party got licked. 

Mr. Booth. I pride myself upon the fact that I have more politi- 
cal influence in my precinct among the Mormons than he has. I 
think I could defeat him on any political matter if we were opposed. 
» Mr. Tayler. Well, you are lite John Henry. Each of you has a 
good opinion of himself. *\ 

Mr. Booth. That is my opinion. There are a great many Mor- 
mons in that precinct who are not high church officials who have a 
great deal more political influence than John Henry Smith has. 

Mr. Tayler. 1 do not doubt that. I know fellows in my ward at 
home who can beat me to a frazzle anv day. 

Mr. Booth. I am afraid of those fellows, but I am not afraid of 
John Henry's influence. 

Mr. Tayler. I do not take any discredit to myself because they 
can do that, either. That is all, Mr. Booth. 

. The Chairman. Mr, Booth I should judge from your statement 
that you rather approve and justify the continuous polygamous co- 
habitation and the rearing of new children. 

Mr. Booth. I do not say that, Senator. 

The Chairman. Well, what do you say? 

Mr. Booth. I simply say that we have been unable to find a way 
to stop it. 
The Chairman. Stop what? 
Mr. Booth. The unlawful cohabitation^ 

The Chairman. Would an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting unlawful cohabitation accomplish it? 

Mr. Booth. Jtfr. Chairman, I believe it would have a good effect. 
However, I am not prepared at this time to give a settled opinion 
upon that question. I have thought about it a great deal. 

The Chairman. What would be your judgment? 

Mr. Booth. The only objection to it would be that it would not be 
necessary. This condition is passing away so rapidly that it would 
not be necessary to have a constitutional amendment. 
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The Chairman *. How rapidly is it passing away with the presi- 
dent of the church ! 

Mr. Booth. It certainly can not continue much longer. Age puts 
a limit on nearly everyone. 

The Chairman. It will pass away with his death probably. 

Mr. Booth. Well, probably before that. 

The Chairman. Hut now you justify that, do you? The presi- 
dent of the church 

Mr. Booth. I do not justify it. 

The Chairman. Living in polygamous cohabitation and having 
children. 

Mr. Boom. I do not justify it. 

The Chairman. You do not know how to meet it? 

Mr. Booth. I do not know how to meet it. I would like to find a 
remedy for it that would be just alike to the Gentiles and the 
Mormons. 

The Chairman. How did President Woodruff meet it — the author 
of the manifesto ? 

Mr. Booth. President Woodruff was a man at that time close upon 
90 years of age, and it was easy for him to meet it. 

The Chairman. He did meet it, then ? 

Mr. Booth. He did meet it. 

The Chairman. He did not cohabit with a lot of women, did he? 
Mr. Booth. I understand he did not. He lived up to the mani- 
festo. 

Hie Chairman. How about George Q. Cannon? 
Mr. Booth. I understand the same thing is true of George Q. Can- 
non* 

The Chairman. Then it is possible, I suppose, is it not? 
Mr. Booth. It is possible. 

The Chairman. You talk about abandoning the wives and chil- 
dren. Could not the president of the church live with one woman 
and take care of the others just the same, as well as the children ? 

Mr. Booth. Well, yes; but still 

The Chairman. Still what! 

Mr. Booth. There is something more than that, taking care of 
them. 

The Chairman. What is it ? They have got to cohabit, have they ? 

'Mr. Booth. If they go there, if they visit the home, this other thing 
is bound to occur. 

The Chairman. With the head of the church, a man standing high 
as a religious teacher? 

'Mr*. Booth. I am speaking generally now. I am not speaking of 
the head of the church. 

The Chairman. You think a constitutional amendment prohibiting 
polygamous cohabitation would be apt to end that, do you not? 

\ Mr. Booth!. I think it would. 
° The Chairman* The authority of the National Government would 
be quite potential, would it not, in that direction ? 

Mr. Booth. I should think it would; yes. 

The Chairman. From your testimony I should judge that the 
State, of Utah ispowerless to correct that evil. 
Mr. Booth; Well* as I My, there is that sentiment there, 
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The Chairman. Taking the sentiment, and the condition of things, 
the State of Utah to-day is powerless to stop that business ? 

Mr. Booth. It is not powerless to do it; no. There is simply a 
sentiment there not to prosecute these people. 

The Chairman. In view of that sentiment, it is powerless, is it 
not? 

Mr. Booth. If there was a general demand among the Gentiles for 
the prosecution of these cr/ses, the public officers would prosecute 
them. 

The Chairman. But there is no such demand! 
Mr. Booth. I do not know of any up to the present time. 
The Chairman. Do I understand you to say that the heads of the 
church, the teachers, are not teaching polygamy now ? 
Mr. Booth. I so understand it. 

The Chairman. Do you think the fact that the head of the church 
is living in polygamy with five women, he being a great religious 
teacher, has any influence, not only in Utah, but in the United States 
and the world? x 

Mr. Booth. Not as to taking new wives. , 

The Chairman. I am not talking about that. 

Mr. Booth. I think it is a deplorable condition — a very deplorable 
condition. v 

The Chairman. I so understood you. 

Mr. Booth. And I am always chagrined for my State that there is 
such a condition there. 

The Chairman. Well, if the head of the church should be arrested 
and imprisoned, how would that hurt his wives and children? 

Mr. Booth. The disgraqs. 

The Chairman. Oh, the disgrace ! ' 

Mr. Booth. The disgrace. I have no sympathy for the polygamist 
himself at all. It is the disgrace, the odium that comes from that. 

The Chairman. The disgrace of being imprisoned for a great crime 
would be more horrible than the committing of the crime itself? 

Mr. Booth. Well, it would bring it to public view more, and would 
ostracise these people more. 

The Chairman. I was asking how it would affect the members of 
his family, his wives and children. Could they not be provided for? 

Mr. Booth. They could be provided for, but I say it would briny a 
disgrace upon them. There is already that public sentiment which 
this investigation has brought about, but the general prosecution of it 
would be more detrimental, I think, to the wives and children than to 
the man himself. 

The Chairman. Then a constitutional amendment enforced would 
be detrimental, in your judgment ? 

Mr, Booth. It would be detrimental, but still if there was such a 
constitutional amendment* it would be enforced if enacted, I think, 
in Utah. The Federal officers would enforce it, whoever they 
might be. 

The Chairman. I understood you to say you voted against several 
persons because they were polygamists? 
Mr. Booth. I have always done so. 

The Chairman. What would you think of a person voting for a 
man who was a notorious polygamist? 

8. Doc. 486, 69-1, vol 2 47 
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Mr. Booth. Well, I would think it was wrong. 

The Chairman. You would not approve of that? 

Mr. Booth. I would not, and I would vote' and work against any 
man who came up for office in the Republican party in Utah who was 
a polygamist, State or county. 

The Chairman. You have been a candidate for elective office at 
different times? 

Mr. Booth. I have, twice ; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Wnat were those offices? 

Mr. Booth. Th»i upper houses of the legislature, the old council — 
the last Territorial legislature called the council the upper house-r-and 
the first State senate of Utah. 

The Chairman. You took no means as a candidate for office to 
ascertain how the church would stand toward your candidacy ? 

Mr. Booth. I never did. 

The Chairman. You never made any inquiry or hadv anybody to 
do so for you? 

Mr. Booth. I never crossed the threshold of the first presidency of 
the church on a political matter in my life. 
The Chairman; I did not ask you that 
Mr. Booth. I thought ihat was the answer. 

The Chairman. I asked you if you made any inquiry or had any 
solicitude as to how the church would stand toward your candidacy? 

Mr. Booth. I never have, Mr. Chairman, in any way. 

The Chairman. How about parties in Utah generally — both par- 
ties? Are they at all solicitous as to how the Mormon people will re- 
gard them? 

Mr. Booth. I will tell you. We have some Gentiles in Utah, un- 
fortunately, who sometimes go to these leaders to get political influ- 
ence. I condemn those people in the strongest terms. I never did in 
my life ask any high church official for support in a political matter, 
either for mvself or for my friends, and I condemn the action of 'two 
classes of citizens that we have— one, the Gentile who runs to the 
church or the head officials, trying to get church influence for him- 
self, and some Mormons who say : " You ought to do so because the 
people up the street (|>ointing over their shoulder) want it done that 
way.'* That is the way they do it there sometimes, and we condemn 
Mormons and Gentiles for such action. 

The Chairman. You can answer my question directly, whether the 
parties in Utah — I am not speaking of any particular party— are 
solicitous about the standing or the church toward their organization ? 

Mr. Booth. I should say not. That is, of course, a par$ would 
not want the church t o 

The Chairman. It is a matter-of indifference ? 

Mr. Booth. WoulH not want the church as a church, possibly, to 
condemn their party. 

Hie Chairman. Well, the leaders of the church. 

Mr. Booth, The leaders of the church are divided. Some are 
Democrats and tome are Republicans. 

The Chairman. My question is whether the parties have any solici- 
tude as to how they stand. 

Mr. Booth. Not as a party. 

The Ceaxbhan. Not as a party, but the individuals as individuals 
dot 
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Mr. Booth. They sometimes ha ve| yes. 

The Chairman, I want to ask with regard to Grant. What was 
the offense with which he Was charged ? Do you know ? 

Mr. Booth, Unlawful cohabitation, I believe, if my memory 
serves me right 

The Chairman. Do you know where he is now? 

Mr. Booth. In Europe, I understand. 

The Chairman. Has he been back since the attempt was made to 
serve the warrant? 
Mr. Booth. He has not, as I understand it. 
The Chairman. That is all. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr, Booth, you stated to the Chairman that it was the 
disgrace that would fall upon the innocent members of Joseph F. 
Smith's family ihat would deter, or ought to deter, from prosecuting 
him. 

Mr. Booth. I say there is a general disinclination for prosecuting 
on that ground. 

Mr. Tayler. Is the family of George Q. Cannon in disgrace because 
of the punishment inflicted upon him? 

Mr. Booth. They were at the time ; that is, they suffered more or 
less from that during the time of the prosecution. 

Mr. Tayler. Of course they suffered. We all suffer; but do you 
think there is any permanent disgrace or stain attached to the Can- 
non family because George Q. Cannon was prosecuted? On the con- 
trary, is it not a badge of honor rather than otherwise, that he 
suffered ? 

Mr. Booth. Well 

Mr. Tayler. Is it not, Mr. Booth? Answer yes or no. . 
Mr. Booth. Well, there is a difference in sentiment regarding that, 
there. 

Mr. Tayler. Let it go at that. 

Mr. Booth. Some of the Mormons regard it as a badge of honor. 
Others that I know, prominent Mormons, too, regard it as a deep 
disgrace. 

Mr. Tayler. Apostle Lyman is highly respected in the community 
and in the church, is he not? ^ > 

Mr. Booth. I am not very well acquainted with Apostle Lyman, 
Mr. Tayler. He was imprisoned, was he not? 
Mr. Booth. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you think his family feel that he was disgraced? 
Mr. Booth. I do not think they do. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you not rather think that if they think at all about 
it now — this was some years ago-— they rather think that that was an 
honor ; that that is stored up tor him in Heaven as one of his titles to 
future reward ; that he suffered for his church? 

Mr. Booth. They look upon it that he was persecuted on account 
of his religion. 

Mr. Tayler. That he was persecuted ? 

Mr. Booth. Yes ; at that time. 

Mr. Tayler. He has not suffered in his ecclesiastical standing, 
has he? 
Mr. Booth. No. 

Mr. Tayler. He is an apostle to-day? 
Mr. Booth. He is. 
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Mr. Tayler. Do you understand that Brigham H. Roberts has 
lost caste because he was imprisoned ? 

Mr. Booth. No ; I do not understand that he has. 

Mr. Tayler, Do vou suppose his two interesting families down at 
Centerville are suffering any disgrace either in the minds of the 
community or in their own view of it because of that fact? 

Mr. Booth. I understand one of them has. 

Mr. Tayler* One of them has? 

Mr. Booth. And feels it very keenly. 

Mr. Tayler. One of his what? 

Mr. Booth. One of his wives. That is what I have understood. 
That is from rumor only. 

Mr. Tayler. He has since been honored in the church, has he not? 

Mr. Booth. Yes; I believe he has. He is a very able man; a 
brilliant man in his way. 

Mi. Tayler. And the fact that he was imprisoned has not impeded 
his progress in the church ? 

Mr. Booth. No; I should say not; and yet there are many Mor- 
mons — I mean now among the rank and file — ~ 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Booth. Hundreds of them who do not look upon it in that way. 
Mr. Tayler. But, after all, the punishment connected with the dis- 

f race that might follow -from the prosecution of Joseph Smith is 
ardly a sufficient reason for not doing anything about it, is it ? 
Mr. Booth. I do not say that it is, Mr. Tayler. I do not say so. I 
am simply telling you why the Gentiles of Utah so far have been dis- 
inclined to do it. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you not think that those who went to jail are re- 
garded more highly by the church than those who fled — I mean so far 
as that particular circumstance is concerned f 

Mr. Booth. In some instances, yes; in others, no. I know some 
men who agreed to live up to the law and who have done so ever 
since, who are highly regarded. 

Mr. Tayler. That is all. ; 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Booth, in reference to what would happen 
if these men were prosecuted, I understood you to say that their fami- 
lies would not be injured by loss of support; that they would be sup- 

Sorted. Would it not in many cases result that the wives and chil- 
ren would be left without proper support? 

Mr. Booth. Yes; not in the case of the first presidency, because I 
believe he is able to support them. 
Mr. Worthington. I understand. 

Mr. Booth. But in other cases, yes; I should say they would be 
left without proper support in some cases. 

Mr. Worthington. The conviction of Mr. Lyman was before the 
manifesto, was it not ? 

Mr. 'Booth. I do not remember now. I think so. I do not remem- 
ber of his being prosecuted since that time. I know that Angus M. 
Cannon was arrested and fined since the manifesto for unlawful 
cohabitation. He was the president of the Salt Lake stake. 

Mr. Worthington. There has been seme unhappy reference in this 
record to the effect that you have houses of ill fame in Salt Lake 
City.^ Is that so? 
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Mr. Booth. I only know of it by repute. 
Mr. Worthington. Is it against the law ? 
Mr. Booth. It is, 

Mr. Worthington. Has an attempt been made to suppress them? 
Mr. Booth. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you think it would be a good thing to have 
a constitutional amendment, and have the United States interfere? 

Mr. Booth. Well, if it could be prohibited throughout the United 
States, I think it would be a good thing to have a constitutional 
amendment on that subject. I believe the Mormon people would 
generally, hail that, and support it. 

Mr. Iayler. You have a Mormon mayor in Salt Lake, have you 
not? 

Mr. Booth. We have had two Mormon mayors in Salt Lake since 
1890. 

Mr, Tayler. But now, now ? 

Mr. Booth. Well, he is classed as a Mormon. 

Mr. Tayler. Only classed as a Mormon ? 

Mr. Booth. He is very liberal minded. I do not know whether he 
is a good church member or not, but he is classed as a Mormon. He 
is a very liberal-minded man. He belongs to that class. Prior to 
that we had a Gentile mayor, who is now a member of the American 
party. 

The Chairman. Do you class this action of the head of the church 
in living in polygamous cohabitation with five wives the same as 
houses of prositution ? 

Mr. Booth. I certainly do not. 

The Chairman. I thought, from the question that counsel put 

Mr. Worthington. No; I think the houses of prostitution are a 

great deal worse. 

Mr. Booth. I think the houses of ill fame are a thousand times 

worse, only they are permitted to exist, or at least they exist, so I am 

informed. 

The Chairman. I thought you did not want to be misunderstood. 

Mr. Booth. It is one of the social problems we do not know how 
to get rid of. I wish there was a way to get rid of them. I think 
there are many more chances of bringing young men into evil asso- 
ciations in those houses, from the fact that they exist, than in all the 
unlawful cohabitation since it has existed. 

Mr. Tayler. Do they have inscribed over their doors: "This is 
done with the sanction of Almighty God, and no law has any right 
to interfere with it?" 

Mr. Booth. I have never seon that over their doors. 

Mr. Tayler. That is the best answer you can give? 

Mr. Booth. I never have noticed that. 

Mr. Tayler. Then we will assume that you do not know whether 
there is any such thing as that. 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Tayler, when he is in difficulty, always 
falls back on the Almighty. 

Mr. Booth. I have told you that the women, so far as they are con- 
cerned, went into this relation believing it was the law of God and 
that they are generally as pure-minded women 

Mr. Tayler. I am not talking about the women. 
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Mr, Booth. As pure-minded women as exist on the face of the 
earth anywhere; and so true is that that in sixteen years residence in 
Salt Lake City I can now recall a case of infidelity on the part of 
a plural wife to her husband* It is practically unknown in Utah. 

Mr. Tayler. You think it would be a good thing if polygamous 
cohabitation in Utah could be stopped t 

Mr. Booth. I do. 

The Chairman. And if a constitutional amendment would accom- 
plish that, you would think it wise ? 

Mr. Booth. I would think it wise if it could solve the problem. 
Any legislation that will solve the problem will be hailed with joy 
by the people of Utah generally, Mormons and Gentiles. 

The Chairman. As a citizen of Utah, you do not know how to 
solve the problem in that State! 

Mr. Booth. At the present time. 

The Chairman. Only bv death? 

Mr. Booth. Only by death, and the ceasing of this relation by 
mutual consent 

The Chairman. Yes; I understand. Have you anything further 
to ask this witness? 
Mr. Worthinoton. I think not. 
The Chairman. Who is your next witness? 
Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Pratt 

TS8TIM0VY 07 AETHTfE PRATT. 

Arthur Pratt, being duly sworn, was examined and testified as 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your name, Mr. Pratt? 

Mr. Pratt. Arthur Pratt 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your age? 

Mr. Pratt. Pretty near 52. 

Mr. Van Cott. Where do you live? 

Mr. Pratt. In Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Van Cott, Where were you born. 

Mr. Pratt, In Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Van Cott. You have practically always lived there? 
Mr, Pratt. I have always lived there. 
Mr. Van Cott. What is the name of your father, please. 
Mr. Pratt. Orson Pratt 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that the Orson Pratt who has been mentioned in 
the course of the proceedings here ? 
Mr. Pratt. He is. 

Mr. Van Cott. He was a member of the Mormon Church? 
Mr, Pratt, He was. 

Mr. Van Cott, Were you ever a member of the Mormon church ? 

Mr. Pratt, I was not 

Mr. Van Cott, Have you ever been ? 

Mr, Pratt. I never have been, 

Mr. Van Cott. Commencing in your early manhood, were you 
ever connected in any way with the prosecution of polygamists or of 
persona engaged in unlawful cohabitation ? 

Mr. Pratt. Yea, sir, K 

Mr, Van Cott, In what way! 
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Mr. Pratt* As deputy United States marshal. 

Mr. Van Cott. Under whom, first? 

Air. Pratt, Under Gen. George R. Maxwell, in 1874. 

Mr. Vak Corr. Have you occupied similar positions since then? 

Mr. Pratt. I have, ~ 

Mr. Van Corr. Under what marshals, for instance ? 

Mr, Pratt. Under General Maxwell, first ; under Colonel Kelson, 
second; under Colonel Shaunnessy, third; under Frank H. J)yer, 
fourth ; under E. H. Parsons, fifth, for about twenty years. 

Mr. Van Cott. And from what year to what year ? 

Mr. Pratt. From the fall of 1874 to about 1882, and commencing 
agai|i in either 1885 or 1886, up to 1890. 

Mr. Van Cott. In what way has the discharge of your duties 
called you to different parts of Utah ? 

Mr. Pratt,' I was under Marshal Dyer during the prosecutions 
for polygamous cohabitation. I was the chief deputy in charge of 
the criminal business of the State, and I had to visit every district, 
and did so. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you generally acquainted with the Mormon 
people? 
Mr. Pratt. I am. 

Mr. Van Cott. Without too much detail, give the committee a 
general idea of the number of polygamists, the number of men y6u 
have arrested for unlawful cohabitation, to show your familiarity 
with the practice in the different parts of the State ? 

Mr. Pratt. Well, that would be impossible, to tell the number. I 
have for years followed that business and arrested r I should say, 
more than any other one officer in the State of Utah; but how many 
I could not say, commencing as early as 1875, when I arrested George 
Reynolds. it- 
Mr. Van Cott. And continuing down to a late date? 
Mr. Pratt. Continuing down to 1890. 
Mr. Van Cott. Did you arrest Brigham H. Roberts ? 
Mr. Pratt. I did. 

Mr. Van Cott. In a general way, lust before the manifesto, what 
was the feelingbetween Gentiles and Mormons ? 
Mr. Pratt. Do you mean just before or doing the prosecutions? 
Mr. Van Cott. During the prosecutions. 

Mr. Pratt. During the prosecutions the feeling was very intense 
and very bitter as between Mormons and Gentiles, the ^ormon peo- 
ple, of course, claiming that they were being persecuted, and the Gen- 
tile people insisting on the enforcement of the law. 

Mr. Van Cott. And at that time did you have general knowledge 
as to whether polvgamists were living ooenly with their wives in 
Utah or whether they were in the penitentiary or in hiding? 

Mr. Pratt. I did. " 

Mr. Van Cott. What is the fact of it? 

Mr. Pratt. The fact of it is that they were not living during those 
days openly with their wives. They were living with them. A great 
many hundreds of them were sent to the Utah penitentiary, which 
then was a Government prison, and a great many were what we 
termed on the underground— that is, they were in hiding. 

Mr. Van Cott. As a preface to other questions, I wish you would 
state what was the practical result of your prosecutions on polyg- 
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amous families — that is, polygamous wives and their children, young 
and old. 

Mr. Pratt. It entailed a great deal of suffering throughout the 
State of Utah. It did not cause so much suffering, or any particu- 
larly among the better class or wealthy ones, but among the people 
as a whole it caused a great deal of suffering and anxiety and poverty 
among the Mormon people. The women and the children were the 
ones who got the worst of that prosecution. They suffered from it. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is the sentiment in Utah among Gentiles 
regarding the prosecution of men who are living in polygamy who 
were married before the manifesto, and why, in your opinion, does 
that sentiment exist! 

Mr. Pratt. The sentiment, to be brief, is just the same as has been 
expressed here by two or three f ormci- witnesses in regard to the Gen- 
tile jpeople. They have explained it very fully. 

Mr. Van Cott. And the reason is the same! 

Mr. Pratt. And the reason is the same. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is it out of any pity or sympathy for the men! 

Mr. Pratt. It is not. It is simply out of sympathy and out of the 
suffering that would be entailed on the women and the children. 

ifr* Van Cott. Do you, as a Gentile out there, concur in that senti- 
ment? 

Mr. Pratt. I have: yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. What would you say about the decrease of polyg- 
amy in Utah since 1890? 
jgfo JfcAT*. Why, there is no doubt about it. Since 1890? 
Mr. Van Cott. Tea. 

1^ is no question about it, as far as we can have any 

knowledge, and I guess there is no one who can swear to it as know- 
ing it personally. It is only from repute, what we hear, and infor- 
mation we can gain as officers. There is no question about the 
decrease. It has been all that could be expected, I think, since 189^ 

Mr. Van Cott. About what is the population of the State? 

Mr. Piatt. The population of the State in 1900 was 276,000 and 
•one odd. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you hold any office in reference to it? 
i Mr. Pratt. I was supervisor of the census. 

Mr. Van Cott. About what percentage would you say were Mor- 
mons? 

Mr* Pratt. About 70 per cent is as near an estimate as we could 
make. About 70 per cent of the population of Utah, I think, are 
Mormons. 

Mr. Van Cott. Assuming that there were as many as twenty 
polygamous marriages since 1890, some being celebrated in Mexico 
r ana some probably in Utah, taking into consideration the Mormon 
population and the fourteen years, and assuming always that the 
Mormon Church is not encouraging that practice, what would you 
consider the progress that has been made in that regard? 

Mr. Pratt. I should consider the progress was as much as we could 
have expected, at least I think it is marvelous. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention now back to the time of the 
manifesto, were there any politics in Utah at that time as they are 
understood nationally ? 

Mr. Pratt. No, sir... 
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Mr Van Cott. It was simply Mormon and Gentile. 
Mr. Pratt. Mormon and Gentile, known as the People's Party and 
the Liberal Party. 
Mr. Van Cott. Now there are political parties? 
Mr. Pratt. Now there are political parties. 

Mr. Van Cott. Taking the net result as a whole in Utah, polit- 
ically, socially, and in every other way, how do you regard the prog- 
ress from the time of the manifesto up to the present time ? 

Mr. Pratt. That there has been great progress there is no ques- 
tion about it. The conditions are not the same. 

Mr. Van Cott. What in your opinion is the sentiment among the 
Mormon people there with regard to the contracting of polygamous 
marriages since the manifesto? 

Mr. Pratt. I think among the mass of the Mormon people they are 
opposed to it. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether Wilford Woodruff and 
Georjge Q. Cannon obeyed the manifesto so far as unlawful cohabita- 
tion is concerned ? 

Mr, Pratt. Only from general rumor and report at that time. I 
believe they both did, 

Mr. Van Cott. What position do you hold now? 

Mr. Pratt. I am warden of the State prison of Utah. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you held that position ? 

Mr, Pratt. Only about ten months — that is, at this time. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you held any other political office in Utah? 

Mr. Pratt. I have. 

Mr. Van Cott. What ? 

Mr. Pratt. I was chief of police of Salt Lake City for six years. 
Mr. Van Cott. During what years were you chief of police? 
Mr. Pratt. I was chief of police of Salt Lake City— elected in the 
fall of 1893. 
Mr. WoRTHiNOTON. From 1893 to 1899, then. 
Mr. Pratt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you held any other political office? 
Mr. Pratt. I have. 
Mr. Van Cott. What? 

Mr. Pratt. I was auditor of public accounts 

Mr. Van Cott. I mean since the manifesto. 

Mr. Pratt. Oh, since the manifesto? I was elected about 1891 as 
a member of the school board of Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, taking that into consideration, and also your 
activity, if any, in politics, wnat is your opinion as to the constancy 
of the Mormon people in adhering to party lines and voting their 
tickets? 

Mr. Pratt. My experience has been — I speak from having been a 
member of the State committee for a great many elections in Utah — 
that they are more constant, if anything, than what we call the Gen- 
tile population. I base it on somewhat different figures f ronf what 
some of the former witnesses have used. 

Mr. Van Cott. But that is the result ? 

Mr. Pratt. That was the result. 

Mr. Van Cott. Take the great body of the Mormon people. What 
is your opinoin as to their independence in politics and in political 
action ? 
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Mr. Pratt* I think they are just as independent, and have been, as 
any other. 

Mr, Van Cott. Do you know Eeed Smoot? 
Mr. Pratt. I do. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you known him! 
Mr. Pratt. For a good many years, fourteen or fifteen, maybe 
twenty. I don't know, exactly. 
Mr. Van Cott. Did you know him in politics in Utah ? 
Mr. Pratt. I did. 
Mr. Van Cott. As what? 
Mr. Pratt. As a Republican. 

Mr. Van Cott. Before he became an apostle, was he prominent in 
Republican politics? 
Mr. Pratt. He was. 

Mr. Van Cott. And was it anything surprising, from what ex- 
isted out there, that he should be a candidate for the United States 
Senate, even although not an apostle f 

Mr. Pratt. Not at all. 

Mr. Van Cott. In your opinion, was he unknown and unthought 
of before he became an apostle and a candidate for the position of 
United States Senator! 

Mr. Pratt. He was very well known and very well thought ^>f for 
some high office. 

Mr. Van Cott. With Gentiles in Utah is it as Mr. Critchlow said, 
that Gentiles care nothing about, comparatively speaking, new polyg- 
amous marriages, but it is unlawful cohabitation they care about? 

Mr. Pratt, ne is very much mistaken. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is the fact! 

Mr. Pratt. Well, the fact of it is that they are very much opposed 
to any new- polygamous marriages. 

Mr. Tayler. Where was it Mr. Critchlow said that? 

Mr. Van Cott. He made the statement here in the record. I will 
find it for you if you want to look at it 

Mr. Tayler. Never mind. 

Mr. Pratt. The unlawful cohabitation is a result of those polyga- 
mous marriages, but the main fight has been against polygamous 
marriages. 

Mr. Van Cott. Take the last city election in Salt Lake City. In 
your opinion, was the result there in any way influenced by the 
Mormon Church? 

Mr. Pratt. No, sir; I know that it was not. 

Mr. Van Cott. It was due to other causes, in your opinion? 

Mr. Pratt. It was due entirely to other causes. 

Mr. Van Cott. What has been the practical result of statehood 
in regard to a fair division of State officers, considering the impor- 
tance of the offices and in regard to salaries and things of that kind? 

Mr. Taylrr, Is it necessary t6 proye that over again? 

Mr. ^AN Cott. Unless you admit it 

The Chairman. Let the witness state it. 

Mr. Pratt. I was simply going to state that it was just as the 
former two witnesses have stated. 

Mr. Van Cott. Excluding the question of polygamy and unlawful 
cohabitation, what has been your Knowledge and experience in Utah 
with regard to the Mormon people being law-abiding! 
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Mr. PfeATr. There is no question about that; the records of the 
courts will prove that, that they are a very law-abiding people. I 
have followed the business of a criminal officer for a ^reat many 
years, and of course I feel that I can speak authoritatively on that; 
also, being warden of the State prison at the present time, I know 
what the population is. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you worked down close among the voters? 

Mr. Pratt. I have. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you done so in what is overwhelmingly a 
Mormon district or county ? 
Mr. Pratt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. What county, for instance? 

Mr. Pratt. Cache County. 

Mr. Van Cott, And in what year? 

Mr. Pratt. In 1900. It was in the second election of President 
McKinley. 
Mr. Van Cott. At whose instance ? 

Mr. Pratt. At the instance of the National committeeman. 
Mr. Van Cott. Of the Republican party ? 
Mr. Pratt. Of the Republican party. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you, in a general way, make headway in 
Cache County among the Mornmons? 
Mr. Pratt. We did, very much so. 
Mr. Van Cott. Do you know Angus M. Cannon, jr.? 
Mr. Pratt. I do. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you known him? 
Mr. Pratt. Over twenty years. 
Mr. Van Cott. Where does he live? 
Mr. Pratt. He lives in Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know his general reputation for veracity ? 
Mr. Pratt. I do. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is it good or bad ? 
Mr. Pratt. Bad. 

Mr. Van Cott. Would you believe him under oath? 

Mr. Pratt. I would not 

Mr. Van Cott. How long has it been bad? 

Mr. Pratt* As long as I can remember him. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is Angus M. Cannon, jr., a man who is generally 
known of in Salt Lake City? 

Mr. Pratt. He is> He has been quite a notorious character. 

Mr. Tayler. What principle of propriety or morals justifies you 
in 

Mr. Van Cott. Because Mr. Critchlow sent this man down here. 

Mr. Worthington. Knowing his reputation. 

Mr. Tayler. I see. That is an attack on Mr. Critchlow. 

Mr. Van Cott. Well, that is the fact. 

Mr. Worthington. And Mr. Critchlow is on this protest. 

Mr. Tayler. AH right. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is Joseph L. Rawlins a Gentile? 
Mr. Pratt. He is. 

Mr. Van Cott. Has he always been known as such ? 

Mr. Pratt. He has always been known as such. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion as to the sincerity of Joseph 
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F. Smith to keep the church out of politics, and his resolution to 
accomplish it? 

Mr. r Pratt. I think it has been his intention from the first, from 
the time that he assumed the reins of government — that is, his posi- 
tion as president of the church* 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes. 

Mr. Pratt. That it has been his intention, and that he has directly 
followed it, to keep t he church out of politics. 
Mr. Van Cott. Do you know E. W. Wilson f 
Mr. Pratt. I do. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether he voted for Mr. Rawlins as 
against Mr. Thatcher? 

Mr. Pratt. I am quite certain that he did. It is my best recol- 
lection. 

Mr. Van Cott. Would Mr. Thatcher have been elected, taking the 
votes that he had, if Mr.. Wilson and Mr. E. E. Shepherd, another 
Gentile, had voted for Mr. Thatcher? 

Mr. Pratt. He would have been elected United States Senator. 

Mr. Van Cott. Those two Gentiles elected Mr. Rawlins? y 

Mr. Pratt. They did. That is, as to Mr. Shepherd I am not quite 
positive, but that is my recollection on both of them. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion as to whether the rank and 
file of the Mormon people resent any rumors or talk about the leaders 
of the Mormon Church trying to influence them in politics? 

Mr. Pratt. They always resent it 

Mr. Van Cott. How is it with Gentiles who run either on a city 
ticket or a county ticket or a State ticket, as compared with Mormons, 
in the votes that are received ? 

Mr. Pratt. They run just the same— just about the same. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion as to whether Reed Smoot was 
handicapped or not by the fact that he was an apostle when he ran for 
United States Senator? 

Mr. Pratt. I do not think he was handicapped, but I do not think 
it assisted him. I believe Senator Smoot would have been elected to 
a high office two years before that if he had not been nominated for an 
apostle. 

Mr. Van Cott. But did it handicap him with the Gentiles? 
Mr. Pratt. I think it did. There is no question about that. 
Mr. Van Cott. You may take the witness. 
Mr. Tayler. You are a particular friend of Senator Smoot? 
Mr. Pratt. I have known him for about fifteen years. 
Mr. Tayler. Answer the question and let us get along. You are a 
particular friend of his? 
Mr. Pratt. Yes, sir; I am a particular friend of his. 
Mr. Tayler. You told us you have known him a long time. 
Mr. Pratt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And he has been a leading Republican in the State for 
years? 
Mr. Pratt. He has, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. There is one questioil I omitted that I would like 
to (rive you the benefit of before you start to cross-examine, Mr. 
Tayler. I omitted it 
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Mr. Tayler. Don't distress yourself about ministering to my joy, 
but ask the question. 
Mr. Van Cott. If it is offensive- — 

Mr. Tayler. Not at all. I did not mean to be offensive, either, by 
my ctmark. I only meant that you need not do it on my account, 
merely. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were you present in the Gardo House on the dis- 
solution of the People's Party ? 

Mr. Pratt. No, sir: I was there prior to the time. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you attend the conference? 

Mr. Pratt. I attended a conference. There were three Repub- 
licans went to the Gardo House and held this meeting, which I think 
Mr. Critchlow referred to. I was one of those Republicans. 

Mr. Van Cott. Who were the Gentiles? 

Mr. Pratt. They were Colonel Shaunnessy, W.. S. McCormick, a 
banker there, and myself. 
Mr. Van Cott. Who were the Mormons? 

Mr. Pratt. There was Wilford Woodruff, who was the president 
of the Church ; Joseph F. Smith, John Henry Smith, M. F. Lyman, 
and my best recollection is that George Q. Cannon was there. 

Mr. Van Cott. That was when the matter was being mooted of 
doing away with the Mormon and anti-Mormon parties? 

Mr. Pratt. No ; it had not' been mooted at that time. 

Mr. Van Cott. That was the purpose of it? 

Mr. Pratt. That was the purpose of it. We went there to make a 
proposition to them. 

Mr. Van Cott. In this consultation, was there anything said toward 
setting apart certain people or certain sections of the country to be- 
come Republicans and certain sections to become Democrats? 

Mr. Pratt. Oh, certainly not, 

Mr. Van Cott. Nothing of the kind? 

Mr. Pratt. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Or of holding some out of pplitics? 
Mr. Pratt. Not at all. 

Mr. Van Cott. To keep the balance of power, or anything of that 
kind? 

Mr. Pratt. Not at all. 

Mr. Tayler. But these people who were there in that conference on 
the Mormon side were all apostles or the First Presidency ? 

Mr. Pratt. Yes, I think they were. 

Mr. Tayler. They were leading politicians in the 

Mr. Pratt. The People's Party ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. They were the hierarchy ? 

Mr. Pratt. The People's Party was the Church party. 

Mr. Tayler. Along while these prosecutions were going on, you 
said the feeling was very bitter? 

Mr. Pratt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Since statehood the feeling has been very pleasant, 
has it not ? 
Mr. Pratt. It has. 

Mr. Tayler. There have*been no prosecutions, have there? 
Mr. Pratt. Only a few. 
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Mr. Tatlbr. The peace that you now have there is the peace of 
complacency and not the peace of justice, is it not? 
Mr, Pratt. No; I do not think so. 

Mr. Tayler. Lawbreaker^ if we have a right to assume these men 
to be lawbreakers, are not being prosecuted, are they f % 

Mr. Pratt. No; but there is a difference. 

Mr. Ta ylbb. And so long as they are not being prosecuted 

Mr. Pratt. But there is a difference between the days now since 
1890, and along jjrior to that time, when they were being prosecuted. 

Mr. Tayler. How ? 

Mr. Pratt. There are not nearly as many polygaraists. It is some- 
thing you "do not see, as you used to see in former years, flaunted in 
public. 

Mr. Tayler. Was it flaunted in public more in those days than it 
is* now? 

Mr. Pratt. Yes; it was at one time, prior to the Edmunds Act. 
Mr. Tatlbr. You do not think it is at all offensive to the public out 
there that seven of the apostles, and including the first president, are 



[r. Pratt. I do. 
Mr. Tatlbr. You do? 
Mr. Pratt. I think it is very offensive. 

Mr. Tatlbr. And it does not need to be daily advertised in order 
that people may remember and know that for their dissatisfaction? 
Mr* ■■$&^^Ntf at all 

Mr. Taylbr. They are not disturbed in these relations, are they ? 
Mr. Pratt. No; 

Mr. Ta yujr. Is there any reason why there should not be peace so 
far as they are concerned? 
Mr* Pratt, Not any. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Do you think that is the peace of justice, to use a 
phrase we have heard lately, or the peace of complacency? 
Mr. Pratt. Well, it has been peaceful there. 
Mr. Tatlbr. Peaceful? 

Mr. Pratt. And there have not been nearly as many violations of 
law. Of course, it has not been as public. 
Mr. Tatlbr. That is all. 

The Chairman. I want to ask 7011 one question. I understand you 
to say " When the present president, Mr. Smith, took the reins of 
government" When was that? Do you remember? 

Mr. Pratt. I think about three years ago. 

The Chairman. In 1901? 

Mr. Pratt. Yes ; I think so. 

The Chairman. Since that time, since he took' the reins of govern- 
ment, he has attempted to keep the church out of politics? 
Mr. Pratt. I think so. 
The Chairman. How was it before? 

Mr. Pratt. Well, as far as he was concerned 

The Chairman. I am speaking about the attitude of the church. 
Mr. Pratt. The head of the church? 

The Chairman. Yes, and the attitude of the church previous to 
that 
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Mr. Pratt. Well; I do not think they were as particular about it 
some years before that 

The Chairman. What do you mean by not being particular about 
it? 

Mr. Pratt. Well, I think there were a great many Gentiles who 
were seeking, that influence, and I do not think President Snow was 
near as particular as President Smith has been. 

The Chairman, Before that time it was a factor in politics, I 
suppose. 

Mr. Pratt. I am inclined to think so. 

The Chairman. But since Mr. Smith has taken the reins of gov- 
ernment there has been a change ? 

Mr, Pratt. There has been a change; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Gentlemen, will you want these witnesses who 
have been examined to-day any further? 

Mr. Tayler. I shall want to ask Mr. Brady a question or two. 

The Chairman. Can the other witnesses be excused except Mr. 
Brady ? 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Chairman, with the exception of Mr. Holz- 
heimer, we do not want these witnesses excused until they have read 
over their evidence, and they are at work on it now. 

The Chairman. How long will it take them? 

Mr. Van Cott. I think they will be through so we can excuse them 
sortie time to-morrow. 

The Chairman. We want to avoid as much expense as possible, but 
they, will be given plenty of time to look over the evidence. 

Mr. Tayler. I would like to ask, if there is any change made in the 
record from the text that the stenographer gives, to have it called to 
my attention. 

Mr. Van Cott. Every witness of ours who looked it over has been 
instructed that he is to make no changes unless it is a change of an 
error in grammar. 

Mr. Tayler. Yes; I understand that. 

Mr. Van Cott. But if any sentence is changed it is to be brought 
back here and called to our attention. 
The Chairman. Yes : that will be done. 

Mr. Tayler. No doubt there are many errors of certain kinds that 
can with propriety be changed without referring them to us. 

The Chairman. The committee will stand adjourned until to-mor- 
row morning at 10 o'clock. 

The committee (at 5 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) adjourned until 
Saturday, January 14, 1905, at 10 o'clock a. m. 



/ 

Washington, D. C, January H y 1905, 
The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Present: Senators Burrows (chairman) , McComas, Foraker, Knox, 
Dubois, and Overman; also Senator Smoot; also R. W. Tayler, 
counsel for the protestants, and A. S. Worthington and Waldemar 
Van Cott, counsel for the respondent. 
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nSTIKOVT OF JAMM 1. LYHCH. 

James E. Lynch, being duly sworn, was examined, and testified as 
follows: * 
Mr. Van Cott. What is your age! 
Mr, Lynch. Thirto-six. 
Mr. Van Cott. Where do you reside t 
Mr. Lvnch. Salt Lake City. 
Mr. Van Cott. How long nave you resided there ? 
Mr. Lynch. Thirty-six years. 
Mr. Van Cott. Are you a Mormon ? 
Mr. Lynch. No, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Have you ever been ? 
Mr. Lynch. No* sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. In politics what are you? 
Mr. Lynch, A Democrat. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know Angus M. Cannon, jr.? 
Mr* Lynch, Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr, Van Cott. How long have you known him? 
Mr. Lynch. I have known Angus M, Cannon, jr., for twenty-five 
years, 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you any relation by marriage? 

Mr. Lynch. Yes, sir; he married my sister. 

Mr. Van Cott. Some tune in the year 1904 do you remember the 
circumstance of Angus M. Cannon, jr., coming here and testifying 
in this case! 

Mr. Lynch* Yea, sir. 

Mr. Van Oott. Before that did you have any talk with E. B. 
Critchlow regarding Angus M. Cannon, jr.? 

Mr. Lynch, Yes, sir. \ 

Mr. Van Cott. What was the conversation? 

Mr. Lynch. Mr. Critchlow and Judge Henderson came to the 
United States Mining Company's office, where I am employed, and 
told me that Mr. Cannon had informed Mr. Wilson that he had wit- 
nessed the marriage of Abraham Cannon to Lillian Hamlin on the 
high seas, and he said in the year 1896. 

He asked me if I knew anything about it I told him I did not, 
but I did not believe it I asked Turn if Angus had been drinking. 
They *aid, yes, somewhat I said, - 1 will investigate it closer for 
you, Mr. Critchlow," % immediately went to the^phone and tele- 
phoned down to George "vlt \- Wofqidj; 'dfacmlgr -city- treasurer now, and 
asked him when the Democrats took office from the election of 1896. 
He said the spring of 1897, 

I turned around to Mr. Critchlow and said, " Mr. Cannon was not 
in California in 1896. It was in the spring of 1897." He said, " How 
do you know this I? and I said, " Because my wife and I kept house 
for him while he was gone, and attended to his children. He took 
my sister, his wife, along with hiwu w 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you been active in politics in Salt Lake Qity 
and Salt Lake County ? 

Mr. Lynch. Yes, sir. ^ , . . _ 

Mr, Van Cott. For how many year^ past? ■ t 

Mr. Lynch. Up to 1902, for fourteen years, I was active in politics. 
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Mr. Van Cott. Have you been one of the young men active in 
working among the voters ? 
Mr. Lynch. YesLsir. 

Mr. Van Corr, What is your opinion as to the sentiment among 
young Mormons with respect to the perpetuation of polygamy? 

Mr. Lynch. "Their opinion is that they want fo do away with it 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion as to the constancy of 
Mormons in adhering to the party tickets? 

Mr. Lynch. I find the young Mormons very partisan. 

Mr. Van Cott. How do you find them as to being independent in 
politics? 

Mr. Lynch. If their word goes for anything, I find that they are 
very independent indeed. 

Mr. Van Cott. How do you find them when you come to see the 
result of the voting in the different precincts? 

Mr. Lynch. Well, in the districts I have ever canvassed they 
always come right up to the handle with the votes for their party. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

Mr. Wobthington. How long was it before Cannon came here to 
testify that you told C'ritchlow he was not in California in the 
summer of 1&96? 

Mr. Lynch. How long was it? I should judge it was about ten 
days. I would not say for certain, but it was before Mr. Cannon was 
subpoenaed. 

Mr. WoRTHiNGTON. That is all. 

Mr. Tayler. What relation are you to Angus Cannon? 

Mr. Lynch. Brother-in-law. 

Mr. Tayler. Your wife is his sister? 

Mr. Lxnch. My sister is his wife. 

Mr. Tayler. Are you related to Governor Cutler ? 

Mr. Lynch. No, sir. 

Mr, Tayler. Not by marriage? 

Mr. Lynch. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Did Angus tell you that Lillian Hamlin had been 
married to Abraham Cannon by Joseph Smith ? 

Mr. Lynch. When I investigated it, Mr. Tayler 

Mr. Tayler. I have asked you a question. If you can not answer 
it, say so, and I will go on to another. 

Mr. Lynch. Mr. Cannon did so; ves, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. He insisted upon it that that was the fact. 

Mi*. Lynch. He did not insist. He was drunk when he told me. 
Wfeen I went out for Mr. Critchlow — - 

Mr. Tayler. Is that the only time he talked to you about that? 

Mr. Lynch. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Is that the only time you had ever heard it? 
Mr. Lynch. No, sir. I heard it discussed frequently in the Cannon 
family. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you talk with Mr. Wilson about it? 
Mr. Lynch. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you talk with Doctor Paden about it? 

Mr. Lynch. I do not know the gentleman. 

Mr. Tayler. Then you did not talk with him ? 

Mr* Lynch. Doctor Paden? 

Mr. Tayler. Then you did not talk with him ? 

8. Doc. 486, 54^1, vol 2— 48 
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Mr. Lynch. No, sir; I did riot. 

Mr. Tayler. Who was present beside Mr. Critchlow when you told 
him that Angus Cannon was not in California at that time? 
Mr. Lynch. Judge Henderson. 

Mr. Tayler. You told Mr. Critchlow and Judge Henderson 

Mr. Lynch. I did, sir. \ 
Mr. Tayler. That you had learned that Angus Cannon was where 
at the time? 

Mr. Lynch. That he had not been in California in 1890. ' 

Mr. Tayler. Where was he? 

Mr. Lynch. He was in Utah. 

Mr. Taylfjr. Was he living with you ? 

Mr. Lynch. No, sir; but I was in close touch with him every week, 
probably twice a week. 



Mr. Tayler. That is all. 
The Chairman. You say the young Mormons are generally adverse 
to the practice of polygamy? 
Mr. Lynch. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Is there considerable feeling among the younger 
Mormons in that regard ? 

Mr. Lynch. They sav they must have it done away with, Senator. 

The Chairman. ' " They say." Is that the general expression 
among the Mormons ? _ 

Mr. Lynch. Among the younger Mormons with whom I have affil- 
iated in politics, yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you know of any protests they have made to 
the president of the church against his living in polygamy? 

Mr. Lynch. I do not. 

The Chairman. At any time? 

Mr. Lynch. I do not, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you know of members of his church— the 
younger members of his church, or any others — protesting against it? 
Air Lynch. N^o sir. 

The Chairman/ You speak of the marriage of Cannon to Miss 
Hamlin? 
Mr. Lynch. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You heard something of that? 
Mr. Lynch. Frequently. 

The Chairman. By whom did you hear that the marriage cere- 



Mr. Lynch. I heard by Joseph F. Smith. 
The Chairman. The president of Jthe church ? 
Mr. Lynch. Yes, sir; through Mr. Angus M. Cannon, jr, 
The Chairman. That is all. , 
Mr. Worthington. You heard it from Angus M. Cannon, jr. 
Mr. Lynch. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. The man who came, here and testified? 
]Mr Lynch. ■ Yes sir. 

The Chairman. Did you ever hear it from anybody else? 
Mr. Lynch. No, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Did you ever hear that anyone other than J( 
F. Smith had performed the marriage ceremony? 
Mr. Lynch, I did not 
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Senator Dubois. He is the only person whose name was connected 
with it? 
Mr. Lynch. Yes- «ir. 

Senator Dubois. You have heard that several apostles have entered 
into new marriage relations — polygamous relations — since the mani- 
festo? 

Mr. Lynch. I have heard it through the press; yes, sir; I have 
read it through the press. / 
Senator Dubois, Have you ever known of the young Mormons pro- 



Mr. Lynch. I have heard them deny it. 

Senator Dubois. That is not my question. Have you ever heard 
them protest against it; that they wanted an investigation by the 
church of the matter? „• 

Mr. Lynch. I never heard of them asking the church to investi- 
gate it. 

Senator Dubois. But they have protested to you ? 
Mr. Lynch. Yes, sir. v 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Chairman, we should like to have Mr. Lynch 
excused. He has been wired for from Utah, and we have put him 
on a little out of the regular order in order to facilitate his return. 

The Chairman. Mr Tayler, will you want the witness any more? 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Chairman, this witness seems to have been 
brought here for the purpose of discrediting Mr. Critchlow, who is a 
very reputable gentleman. He no doubt will be taken very much by 
surprise, and he may want us to make some inquiry about it. That 
is ail this witness was brought here for, because Mr. Critchlow and 
others sent Angus M. Cannon here as a witness, as the chairman 
knows. 

He was examined under oath, and he said that he had said that he 
was present and saw Joseph F. Smith marry Apostle Cannon to 
Lillian Hamlin, but that he had lied when he told Mr. Critchlow and 
Mr. Wilson, the cashier of the bank, that he had witnessed it. 

Now, this witness is brought here for the purpose of implicating 
Mr. Critchlow in a corrupt design to suborn perjury. I think Mr. 
Critchlow may want to have us ask some questions. 

The Chairman. You would like to have the witness retained? 

Mr. Tayler. I think he had better be retained. 

Mr. Worthington. Is Mr. Critchlow in town? 

Mr. Tayler. No, sir ; he is not. He is in Salt Lake. 

The Chairman (to the witness). You will be obliged to remain for 
the present. You will be excused just as soon as you possibly can be. 

Mr. Lynch. Very well. 

The Chairman. Who is the next witness? 

Mr. Worthington. Call Mr. Dougall. 



Hugh M. Dougall, being duly sworn, was examined, and testified 
as follows: 
Mr. Worthington. What is your age ? 
Mr. Dougall. Sixty -eight, nearly. 
Mr. Worthington. Where do you Jive? 




TESTIMONY OF HUGH M. DOTTGALI. 



*xm 

Mr, BotfOALCT Sprinjrville, Utah. 

Mr. Worthinoton. How long have you lived there? 

Mr. Douoall. Nearly fifty years. 

Mr. Worthinoton. How far is that from Salt Lake? 

Mr. Douoall. Fifty miles. 

Mr. Worthington. How far is it from Provo? 

Mr. Douoall, Six miles. 

Mr. Worthington. What is your business at present? 
Mr. Douoall. Now farming and cattle growing, and I am post- 
master of the little town I live in, 
Mr. Worthington. Are you a Mormon ? 
Mr. Douoall. Not now. 

Mr. Worthington. I infer from that that you were a Mormon at 
onetime? 
Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir, . 

Mr. Worthington. You say you were a Mormon at one time? ' 
Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir, 
Mr. Worthinoton. When? 

Mr. Douoall. The connection ceased, I think, in 1874 — in 1873 or 
1S74 or 1875, 1 am not certain in regard to the year. 

Mr, Worthinoton. How did your connection with the church 
cease ? Did you retire or were you 

Mr. Douoall, I was fired. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You were put out? 

Mr. Doug all. Yes, sir, 

Mir. WoRTriiNGTON. Since then have you been connected with any 
religious organization? 
Mr. Douoall. Personally, no. 
Mr. Wortjhinoton. In any way? 

JMtr, Douoall. My family are connected now with the Episcopal 
(XuirclL 

MrV Worthinoton. Have you had occasion to go about in Utah 
during jour time there ? 

Mr, Douoall. In central Utah, two counties. I am pretty well 
acquainted with Utah County and Sanpete County. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You are pretty well acquainted in those 
counties? 

Mr. Douoall, Very well in Utah and fairly well in Sanpete. 
Mr. Worthinoton. With Mormons and non-Mormons? 
Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton, Have you mingled in politics at all? 

Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir; in my own county, 

Mr. Worthinoton. As a Republican or a Democrat? 

Mr, Douoall. A Republican. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Or something else? 

Mr. Douoall. A Republican part of the time—since the Repub- 
lican party was formed there after statehood. Prior to that with the 
Liberal party. 

Mr. Worthington. Are you familiar with the political movements 
and affairs in those two counties ? 
Mr. Douoall, Yes, sir; fairly well, 

Mr. Wobthington, And the feeling among the Mormons and the 
non-Mormons there in regard to the question of polygamy which has 
bean agitated so long? 
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Mr* Dougall. Yes, sir; I am pretty well acquainted with the 
feeling^ 

Mr. Worthington. What is the population of Springville f 

Mr. Doug all. Thirty-five hundred. There is a little town that 
was cut off a few years ago— made a precinct There are about 4,000 
in Springville ana Mapfeton. It is substantially one town. 

Mr. WoRTHiKoroif , Do you know personally or by reputation the 
polyga mists who are living there ? 

Mr. Dougall. I know by common repute those who are supposed 
to live in polygamy. 

Mr. Worthington. In your town of 3,500 inhabitants, how many 
men are living in polygamy, or are said to be? 

Mr. Dougall. I can think of five. 

Mr. Worthington. Only five! 

Mr. Dougall. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. How does that number compare with what the 
situation was in that regard in 1890. at the time or the manifesto? 

Mr. Dougall. I think there must have been two- thirds more at that 
time. They have died. The old people have died off, and the con- 
nection has ceased in that way generally. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you mean to say, then, that it is decreasing? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you heard by reputation or otherwise, 
anywhere in that region where you are acquainted of any new polyg- 
amous marriages since 1890? 

Mr. Dougall. No, sir^l have not 

Mr. Worthington. What was your business when you separated 
from the church, or were separated from it? 

Mr. Dougall. At that time I had a Hour and grist mill in Sanpete 
and a couple of sawmills. 

Mr. Worthington. And about how long after you were expelled 
from the church did you carry on that business? 

Mr. Dougall. I did right along. 

Mr. Worthington. For how long? 

Mr. Dougall. For about ten years. 

Mr. Worthington. Ten years? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Are those Mormon counties, or counties where 
the majority of the inhabitants are Mormons? 

Mr. bouoALL. Yes, sir. In Utah the great majority of the inhabi- 
tants are Mormons, and in Sanpete more so, particularly at that time, 
almost all Mormons. 

Mr. Worthington. Then your customers were largely, or almost 
altogether, among the Mormons? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. What effect did the fact that you had been 
expelled from the church have on your business ; were you ostracized ? 

Mr. Dougall. No, sir; it did not hurt me one particle. 

Senator Dubois. When was he expelled ? 

Mr. Dougall. I was expelled in 1874 or 1875. 

Mr. Worthington. You say you are in touch with politics there. 
What has been your observation as to whether the church interferes in 
political matters? 



church made to keep out of politics, I have seen little or none. 
Mr. Wo»fHiK<rroN« That was in 1890? 

Mr. Dougall. 1890, 1 believe. But I could not say about that, be- 
cause I belonged to the Liberal party until six or eight months before 
their final d&andment ■ ■ 

Mr. Worthington. You belonged to the anti-mormon party before 
the people divided on the ordinary party lines ? 



Mr. Worthington. Let me ask you, particularly during the last 
few years, since Joseph F. Smith became president of the organiza- 
tion, whether you have observed any indication at all that the church, 
as a church, has interfered in politics ? 

Mr. Dougall. The reputation in our end of the country is that 
Joseph F. Smith keeps strictly out of politics. 

Mr. Worthington. According to what you have learned by com- 
mon repute, is that true ? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. How do you find the Mormons as voters, so 
far as regards standing by their party ? 
Mr. Dougall. They usually stand pat. 

Mr. Worthington. You can usually count upon a Mormon Repub- 
lican to vote the Republican ticket? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. And a Mormon Democrat to vote the Demo- 
cratic ticket? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. When you were a Mormon did you go through 
the ceremony which is called " taking the endowments? " 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. And when did you do that? 

Mr. Dougall. In 18G2. 

Mr. Worthington. How old were you then? 

Mr. Dougall. About 25 years old. 

Mr. Worthington. Twenty-five? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Was that before or after you were married ? 
Mr. Dougall. I went there to be married. 

Mr. Worthington. Did you take your endowments at any other 
time than on this occasion when you were 25 years old? 
Mr. Dougall. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Where did you take them ? 
Mr. Dougall. In the old Endowment House in Salt Lake. 
Mr. Worthington. In the Endowment House in Salt Lake? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you a recollection of what transpired 
when you took your endowments? 

Mr. Dougall. I have a general recollection. I could not give 

The Chairman. We can not hear the answer. 
Mr. Dougall. J could not give, even if I tried, the whole detail. 
Mr. Worthington. I want to ask you whether on that occasion 
this or anything like it happened. First let me ask you, did others 
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Mr. Dougall. Oh, # yes; there were 150 went through that same 
dav, I should judge. 

Mr. Worthington. I want to ask you whether you, or any of those 
who went through with you, to your knowledge, were ca lied upon 
to agree to what I now read, or to it in substance: 

" That you, and each of you, do promise and vow that you will 
never cease to importune High Heaven to avenge the blood of the 
prophets upon this nation." 

Mr. Dougall. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Did anything like that occur? 

Mr. Dougall. Well, as I remember, there is something that might 
possibly have resembled that. 

The Chairman. We can not hear the witness. 

Mr. Dougall. There was something, as I remember, that might 
have led one to believe that such a thing was being done. As I re- 
member it, they importuned Heaven to avenge the blood of the 
prophets and the martyrs on this generation, I think. 

Mr. Worthington. "On this generation?" 

Mr. Dougall. I think so; that is as near as I can remember. I 
would not vouch for that being correct; nothing in regard to this 
nation. 



Mr. Dougall. As I remember it. 
Mr. Worthington. Did anything draw your attention particu- 
larly td that part of the ceremony ? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Worthington. What was it? 

Mr. Dougall. Previous to going there I had read a book that pur- 
ported to give an expose of the Mormon endowment ceremony, and 
among them was an obligation that you took, some obligation of 
disloyalty or enmity to this Government. I was looking out par- 
ticularly for that particular point. 

Mr. Worthington. You were looking for it? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Did it come? 

Mr. Dougall. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Was there anything of that nature in the 
ceremony ? 
Mr. Lwuoall. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you remember whether there was anything 
about Joseph Smith? 

Mr. Dougall. There was not a thing I remember. I do not re- 
member his name being mentioned at all. 

Mr. Worthington. I do not know whether you care to answer it, 
but I will ask you if you belong to any organizations which are com- 
monly called secret organizations ? 

Mr. Dougall. I am a Forester now and have been associated with 
the United Workmen, and at one time to another secret association 
we had in Utah. We called it the Liberal League. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Was that anti-Mormon ? 

Mr. Dougall. Anti-Mormon thoroughly. 

Mr. Worthington, That was secret ? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Wohthington. Was it not the Loyal jpeague instead of the 
Liberal League! 

Mr* Dougall. Yes, sir; the Loyal League; that was it 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you peen in the legislature of the State? 
I did not ask you that question heretofore. 

Mr. Dougall. I served one term in the legislature. 

Mr. Wobthington. When was that? , 

Mr. Dougall. 1894. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Since you were expelled from the church have 
you been a candidate for office? 

Mr. Dougall. No; except that once — that time I ran for the legis- 
lature, in 1894. 

Mr. Wobthington. From what county ? 

Mr. Dougall. Utah county. 

Mr. Wobthington. Who was your opponent? 

Mr. Dougall. Mr. Robertson, a Democrat. I was elected on the 
Republican ticket 

Mr. Worthington. Was he a Mormon or a non-Mormon ? 

Mr. Dougall. A Mormon. 

Mr. Wobthington. And you, a man who had been expelled from 
the Mormon Church, in that county, which is composed largely of 
Mormons, beat a Mormon for the legislature? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. How did you run with the rest of the candi- 
dates on your ticket in that county? 

Mr. Dougall. Only he and I were in the race in that particular 
district. 

Mr. Wobthington. But were there not other candidates for other 
offices on your ticket? 

Mr. Dougall. I think that was a special election. I do not 
remember. [After a pause] No; it was not No; I did not run 
quite upto the ticket 

Mr. Wobthington. How far did you run behind? 

Mr. Dougall. Fifteen or 20 or 30 votes. 

Mr. Wobthington. Fifteen or 20 or 30 votes? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. Can you give the committee any explanation 
why it is, although it appears to be admitted that in your locality 
there are some people who are living in polygamous relations, or are 
reputed to be living in that way, nothing is done about it? 

Mr. Dougall. Well, the most people there are perfectly willing to 
let the older cases go and let them die out; naturally die out, 

Mr. Wobthington. Would you say that is the general feeling in 
the part of the State where you, are acquainted? 

Mr. Dougall. The general feeling in the part of the State where 
I live, particularly in my vicinity. 

Mr. Wobthington. How long has that sentiment existed ? 

Mr. Dougall. Shortly after the amnesty proclamation of Presi- 
dent Harrison. 

Mr. Wobthington. It has continued down to this time? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. Then when Reed Smoot became an apostle, 
which was in April, 1900, that was an established status of affairs in 
your State? 
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Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthinoton". By the general consent of the community? 

Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington, That is all. 

Mr. Tayler. The amnesty proclamation of President Harrison was 
based upon the promise of the people that they would no longer^ ve 
in plural relations, was it not? , 

Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler, And ever since that proclamation was issued, based 
upon obedience to the law by the polygamous husbands, you have been 
perfectly satisfied that they should go on and violate the law ? 

Mr. Douoall. I have. 

Mr. Taylek. And violate the proclamation? 
Mr. Douoall. Yes. sir; I have. 
Mr. Tayler. You nave? 
Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Exactly. You know Mr. Harmcr? 

Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. He is a polygamist? 

Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir ; so I understand. 

Mr. Tayler. How many wives has he? 

Mr. Douoall. Two, by common repute. I do not know that he has. 

Mr. Tayler. Has he any other companion by common repute other 
than his two wives? 

Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir; so I understand. I did not know that, 
though, until after it was published. 

Mr. Tayler. You live in the same place he does ? 

Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. Tayler. How long has he lived there ? 

Mr. Douoall. He has lived there all his life. He was born there. 

Mr. Tayler. You have lived there how long? 

Mr. Douoall. Fifty years nearly. 

Mr. Tayler. He is not an old man, is he? 

Mr. Douoall. Harmer? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Douoall. No; he is a man I should think about 40 or 45. 

Mr. Tayler. It is popularly known that he is living with two wives 
and another woman right in your town? 

Mr. Douoall. Living with two wives, and I presume he is living 
with the other woman. He has that common repute. Incidentally 
I do not know the woman you have reference to. I know the family. 
I know her sisters. 

Mr. Tayler. Whose sisters ? 

Mr. Douoall. This woman's sisters that Harmer is accused of liv- 
ing with. 
Mr. Tayler. What is their name? 
Mr. Douoall. Anderson. 
Mr. Tayler. Are they nice people ? 

Mr. Douoall. They appear to be. They live on their farm down 
a mile and a half below town. I am postmaster, and the reason why 
I know the girls, her sisters— three or four of them. They say there 
is a large xamily of girls, and 'this woman's mail, if she gets any, 
comes in the name of Anderson. But I do not know her distinct from 
her sisters— from two or three of her sisters. 
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Mr. Tayler. She is not reputed to be a woman wanting in chastity, 
is she? 
Mr. Dougall. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Harmer was prosecuted some years ago. 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir; and plead guilty to adultery, and served 
in penitentiary. 

Mr. Tayler. And since that time has he continued to live with this 
woman ? 

Mr. Dougall. So reputed. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know how long he remained in the peniten- 
tiary? 

Mr. Dottgall. Something less than a year. The sentence was for 
a year. 

Mr. Tayler. Was he pardoned? 
Mr. Dougall. My impression is that he was. 
Mr. Tayler. Did you petition for his pardon, with others? 
Mr. Dougall. Well, sir, I do not remember; but if that petition 
was presented to me I undoubtedly signed it. 
Mr. Tayler. You undoubtedly signed it? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Let me ask you a question. Who was governor of 
the State at the time? 
Mr. Dougall. Governor Wells. 
The Chairman. Is he a Mormon ? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 
The Chairman. Go on, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. You think there are now only about five polygamists 
living in Springville? * 
Mr. Dougall. I can not think of more. 

Mr. Tayler. How many wives have they — how many will they 
average — two, or three, or four? 

Mr. Dougall. I think, outside of Harmer, with his woman, as you 
say, the ones I have heard of have two each. 

Mr. Tayler. You say that as you remember this obligation, it was 
, that the blood of the prophets should be avenged on this generation. 

Mr. Dougall. Well, to ask God to avenge the blood 

The Chairman. We can not hear you at all. 

Mr. Dougall. To ask God to avenge the blood of the, prophets and 
martyrs on this generation. That is the way I remember it. It may 
not be correct. 

Mr. Tayler. What did you understand was meant by the 
"prophets? " 
Mr. Dougall. I do not know. 
Mr. Tayler. Had the oath no meaning to you ? 
Mr. Dougall. No ; it had no meaning in that connection. I was 



Mr. Tayler. You did not know whether it meant Joseph Smith 
or not? 

Mr. Dougall. No. I do not know who it meant. 

Mr. Tayler. Who are the martyrs in the Mormon Church ? 

Mr. Dougall. In the Mormon Church ? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Dougall. I suppose Joseph Smith and Hyrum Smith. 





"ormon Church? 
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Mr. Douoall. Joseph Smith and Hy rum Smith, who have been 
martyred, I presume. I do not know anything more. 
Mr. Tayler. What did you understand " this generation " to mean? 
Mr. Douoall. I do not know that I understood it to mean much. 
Mr* Tayler. Much? 

Mr, Douoall. No, I was there that day to be married. That 
was my principal business. 

Mr, Tayler. And you were more interested in that than in the 
other? 

Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. I understood you to say you were watching out very 
carefully for this obligation. 

Mr. Douoall. I was; for the obligation of disloyalty to the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Tayler. Exactly. 

Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Tayler. But you did not inquire of anybody what was 
meant by the expression " this generation ? " 

Mr. Douoall. I have inquired since—since this discussion came 
up — and I am told that it was in the lecture that this was inculcated, 
and that it was from some chapter in Revelation — copied from that. 
1 do not remember. I have tola what I remember. 

Mr. Tayler. When you prayed God to avenge on this generation, 
you did not interpret it to mean that it was to avenge on the Mor- 
inon Church, did you, or on the Mormon people? 

Mr. Douoall. No, sir; certainly not. 

Mr. Tayler. Or upon the inhabitants of China ? 

Mr. Douoall. No. 

Mr. Tayler. You did not stop to think about it at all? 
Mr. Dougall. Very little, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr, Tayler. Was this a plural marriage that you were entering 
into? 

Mr. Douoall. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Were you ever a polygamist? 

Mr. Douoall. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

The Chairman. You say there were several who took this at the 
same time? 

Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir. The rooms were crowded — filled full. 

The Chairman. How long did it take to perform the ceremony? 

Mr. Douoall. It took from probably early in the morning till 
about 4 o'clock— from, say, 8 or 9 o'clock in the morning until 4 
o'clock in the afternoon. 

The Chairman. A very lengthy ceremony? 

Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Can you tell the committee what it was? 
Mr. Douoall. No, sir. 
The Chairman, Why not? 

Mr. Dougall. Conscientious scruples. I have promised secrecy. 
I have kept it for forty years or more, and feel under moral obliga- 
tion to keep it 

The Chairman. Were you sworn to secrecy? 

Mr, Dougall. I think so. As I remember it, I was. I think so. 

The Chairman. You were obligated to secrecy? 
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Jfo Dougall* Yes, sir. 

The Chairman, Never to reveal what occurred in the Endowment 
House while you were there? 
Mr. Dot? gall. That is right. 

The Chairman, Was there any penalty attached if you did re- 
veal it t 

Mr. Dougall. I think there was. 
The Chairman. What was it? 

Mr. Dougall. I do not care about saying what it was, Mr. Burrows. 
The Chairman. You decline to state what the penalty was? 
Mr. Doug all. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Was it a severe penalty? . 

Mr. Dougall. As my memory goes, I think it was. 

The Chairman. Was it a penalty of death? 

Mr. Dougall. I do not think that I care about answering any more 
questions on that point, Senator. 

Hie Chairman. All who were present that day, going through that 
ceremony, were obligated to secrecy the same as you were? 

Mr. liouGALL. Yes, sir. v 

The Chairman. You have stated your recollection as to a portion 
of the ceremony, and you decline to state the whole of the ceremony? 

Mr, Dougall. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You were married at that time? 
Mr. Dougall. I was married that day. 

The Chairman. Do persons marrying in the Endowment House 
take this obligation? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir, v 

The Chairman. Are they all obliged to take it? 

Mr. Douoall. If they go through the endowments, I presume they 
are. ■/ . ,-v.-.-,:- - . : 

The Chairman. If they are married in the Temple or in the En- 
dowment House are they obliged to take these endowments? 

Mr, Dougall. They are obliged to take them before they can be 
married in the Endowment House. They may go any place and be 
married after they have taken the endowments. 

The Chairman. But in order to be married in the Endowment 
House they must first take the endowments? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Or before being married in the Temple? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. _ 

The Chairman. Were you and your wife dressed in your ordinary 

W A^&ougawl! Well. Senator^ I tlrnk that is coming down to that 
part as to which I decline to answer. 

The Chairman. You feel that under your oath, of secrecy you can 
not disclose it? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir, ■ 

The Chairman. You would not want to state whether you wore 
garments with certain symbols on them, indicating the punishment to 
be inflicted on you, in the event of disclosure ? 

Mr. Dougall. No, sir; I would not* , ,. 

Hie Chairman, Do you know whether that ceremony is continued 
up to the present time? 



HMD 8MOOT. 765 

Mr. Dougall* I do no& I presume it is, but I do not know. It is 
fortv years since I was there, Senator. 
Tfie Chairman. Is this a public ceremony! 
Mr, Dougall. No, sir. 

The Chairman. No one is permitted to be present except those who 
take the obligations? 
Mr, Dougall. And the officers. 
The Chairman. And the officers? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Who officiated at the time you took the endow- 
ments? : v. ' ■ 

Mr. Dougall (after a pause). I think it was Heber C. Kimball. 
There were a great many more. There were^a great many. 

The Chairman. Name the others who officiated. 

Mr. Dougall. I could not do it, even if I was willing. 

The Chairman. Could you not name any of the others? 

Mr. Dougall. One man I can remember, and only one. That was 
J. V. Long, a man who died many years ago. 

The Chairman. The other person is who? 

Mr. Worthinoton. Heber C. Kimball. 

Mr. Dougall. Heber 0. Kimball. • 

The Chairman. What position did he hold in the church at that 
time? 

Mr. Dougall. He was the next man to Brigham Young. 

The Chairman. Let me ask you another question. I understand 
you to state that where the marriage was consummated in the Endow- 
ment House by the officials of the church it was necessary to take the 
endowments? - 1 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you know whether the ceremony of marriage 
at that time was performed outside of the Endowment House? 

Mr. Dougall. Which, for plural marriages ? 

The Chairman. Yes, sir; for any marriage. 

Mr. Dougall. Oh, legal marriages could be performed anywhere, 
or by almost anyone, but plural marriages, marriages in the Mormon 
Church, could riot be performed anywhere except in the Endowment 
House. # 

The Chairman. Marriages in the Mormon Church? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. What time did you say you left the church; the 
year? 

Mr. Dougall. I was elected to the legislature in 1894. 
The Chairman. No; I asked what time it was that you severed 
your connection with the church ? 
Mr. Dougall, It was in 1874 or 1875 or 1873 ; 1874 or 1875. 
The Chairman. 1875? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 
•The Chairman. Thirty years ago? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes* sir. 

The Chairman. And this obligation you took at that^time, al- 
though you have severed your connection with the church, is of such 
a character that you can not reveal what occurred ? 

Mr. Dougall. I never revealed a thing of it; kept it secret from 
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the time I took it, and have conscientious scruples about divulging it 
now or ever. 
The Chairman. That is all. 

Mr. Worthington. In reference to this matter of the persons who 
are referred to by the terms " prophets " and " martyrs, ,f do you not 
know that the Mormon people accept the Old and New Testament of 
what is commonly called the Christian Bible as part of their funda- 
mental doctrine? 

Mr. Douo all. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you any reason to suppose that the 
prophets and martyrs there referred to may not be the prophets and 
martyrs referred to in the Christian Bible? 

Mr. Douo all. I think it is probable. 

Mr. Wortihngton. There was no explanation made at the time? 
Mr. Dougall. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. So that we can tell as well as they could what 
probably was meant? 
Mr. Dougall. That is right. 

Mr. Worthington. As to Mr. Harmer, he was expelled from the 
church as well as sent to the penitentiary for adultery ? 

Mr. Dougall. He was expelled from his office in the church. If 
he has been expelled from the church I do not know it 

Mr. Worthington. What was his office ? 

Mr. Dougall. Bishop. 

Mr. Worthington. Bishop of a ward ? 

Mr. Dougall. Bishop of one ward in the village. 

Mr. Worthington. As to the woman with whom he is said to have 
lived besides his two wives, you say that she has the reputation of a 
chaste woman? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. . , 

Mr. Worthington. What do you mean by that, inasmuch as it 
appears that she has had a child by him? 

Mr. Douoall. As against being a common woman of the town. 

Mr. Worthington. I understand. Now, when did you first learn 
that he is said to have lived with this woman after he got out of the 
penitentiary? . . 

Mr. Dougall. After he came out of the penitentiary? 

Mr. Worthington. Yes. ^ . 

Mr. Dougall. I did not hear a thing of it until about a month 
ago— six weeks ago, may be. 

Mr. Worthington. It was not a matter of common knowledge and 
reputation in your community ? * 

Mr. Dougall. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Or you would have heard it? . _ .- . ... . 

Mr. Dougall. When I heard it last, it was told me, I think, by the 
sheriff of our county. „ , 

Mr. Worthington. What the sheriff told you was that he had tes- 
tified to that fact here ? 

Mr. Dougall. That Harmer had ? 

Mr. Worthington. Yes. 

Mr. Douoall. Yes, 

Mr. Worthington. That is the way you learned it? 

Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir. - , - . A • - : ' . . * 

Mr. WorthInoton, You did not learn it by common reputation? 
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Mr* Dougall. No. But I suppose . I could have learned it that 
way. The sheriff happened to tell me. It was the sheriff who told 

rne. 

Mr. Worthington. I understand you to say the sheriff told you, 
and what he told you was that Harmer had testified to that here? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. You never heard of it before? 

Mr. Dougaia. I did not happen to read Harmer's testimony here. 

Mr. Worthington. You had never heard that he had gone to liv- 
ing with this woman or having the same sort of relations with her 
after he got out of the penitentiary until you learned it through the 
testimony he gave heref 

Mr. Dougall. That is right. ; 

Mr. Worthinoton. You said you had an impression he had been 
pardoned. Can you give us any idea where you got that impression ? 
Is it not a fact that a petition for a pardon was filed, and he was not 
pardoned? 

Mr. Dougall. He was not pardoned ? 

Mr. Worthington. Is not tnat the fact? 

Mr. Dougall. I do not know. I am vague on that point. 

Mr. Worthington. You spoke of his being pardoned, and the gov- 
ernor being a Mormon. Do you not know that in Utah the pardoning 
power is vested in a board composed of the governor, the three judges 
of the supreme court, and the attorney-general? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. And the judges of the supreme court are all 
non^Mormons? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Worthington. And the attorney-general ? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir; Breedon. 

Mr. Worthington. Now, about the obligation of secrecy that has 
been spoken of and questions addressed to you about it; was it an 
oath? 

Mr. Dougall. Sir? 

Mr. Worthington. Was the obligation of secrecy which you took 
when you went through the endowment ceremony in the nature of an 
oath ? It has been referred to as an oath in questions which have 
been propounded to you. 

Mr. Dougall. I do not remember. I know there was an obligation 
of secrecy, but whether directly an oath or not, I do not remember. 

Mr. Worthington. Do any of the other secret societies which you 
have testified you are connected with have an obligation of secrecy? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Would you be willing to reveal here what tran- 
spires in those ceremonies ? 
Mr. Dougall. No, sir. 

Mr, Worthington. Is the obligation which you took when you 
took your endowments any different, in your mind, in its nature or 
binding effect upon you, than when you went through the ceremony 
with respect to the other secret societies ? 

Mr. Dougall. It would not have any more effect upon me, but the 
ceremony was different 

Mr. Worthington. Of course. But I mean is the conscientious 
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obligation of secrecy Which you say^ou feel any different in relation 
to what transpired in the Mormon Church ceremony from what tran- 
spired in a secret society ? 

Mr. Dougall. Not a bit, so far as the secrecy is concerned. 

Mr. Worthington. Would you mind answering whether in the 
other secret societies there is any penalty imposed for a violation of 
the obligation of secrecy ! 

Mr. Lk>ugall. I do not remember any f 

Mr. Worthington. You do not remember any? 

Mr. Dougall. No. 

Mr. Worthing-ton. That is all. 

The Chairman. But you do remember that there is a penalty for 
this obligation? 
Mr. Dougall. In the Mormon Church ? 
The Chairman. Yes. 
Mr, Dougall. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Have you any questions, Mr. Tayler ? 
Mr. Tayleb. No. 

The Chairman. Who is the next witness? 
Mr. Worthinoton. Call Mr. Noon, 

TESTIMONY OF ALONZO ARTHUR HOOK. 

Alonzo Arthur Noon, being duly sworn, was examined, and 
testified as follows . 

Mr. Worthington. What is your age? 

Mr. Noon. I will be 68 the 28th of June of this year. 

Mr. Worthington. Where do you live ? 

Mr. Noon. In Provo. 

Mr. Worthington. Utah? 

Mr. Noon. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. Worthington. How long have you lived in that town? 

Mr. Noon. I have lived in that town about thirty-five years. 

Mr. Worthington. You are a townsman of Senator Smoot, and 
have been for a long time? 

Mr. Noon. I have, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you known him since you have been 
there i 

Mr. Noon. I have known him since he was a boy. 
Mr. Worthington. You know him well? 
Mr. Noon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Are you a Mormon? 

Mr. Noon. I am not now a Mormon. 

Mr. Worthington. When were you a Mormon? 

Mr. Noon* I was a Mormon up to about 1870. 

The Chairman. 1870? 

Mr. Noon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Was your separation from the church volun- 
tary or involuntary ? 
Mr. Noon. Decidedly voluntary. 

Mr. Worthington. Was there a formal leave-taking of the church, 
or did you simply drift away ? 
Mr, Noon. 1 just left the church. < 
Mr. Worthington. Did you give notice to your bishop ? 
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Mr; Noon. In talking over the matter I did. 

Mr. Worthington. You told him you had left? 

Mr. Noon. I disbelieved in modern revelations. I began to dis- 
believe it, and finally it impressed me so thoroughly that I entirely 
disbelieved it. 

Mr. Worthington. Did you tell him to consider you no longer a 
member of the Mormon Church? 
Mr. Noon. He did so. 

Mr. Worthington. Since that time have you been affiliated with 
any religious organization? 
Mr. Noon. Yes. 
Mr. Worthington. What? 

Mr. Noon. I have not been a member of any organization, but my 
family— of course, I have (juite a large family— have been associated 
with the Christian church in Provo— first the Methodist Church, and 
finally they took their choice, the Congregational. 

Mr. Worthington. In view of your remarks that you have a large 
family, I must ask you whether you have more than one wife ? 

Mr. Noon. No, sir; one wife is all I wanted, and I had family 
enough by the one. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you taken part in political affairs in your 
county ? / 

Mr. Noon. I have, sir/ 

Mr. Worthington. In what way? 

Mr. Noon. Oh, in a general way, as a citizen. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you attended political conventions? 

Mr. Noon. I have, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. As a Democrat or a Eepublican? 
Mr. Noon. As a Republican. 

Mr. Worthington. Say, since 1890— I do not care to go back into 
ancient history— what conventions have you attended? 

Mr. Noon. I have attended almost all the county conventions and 
city conventions. 

Mr. Worthington. You mean the Republican conventions? 

Mr. Noon. As a Republican. 

Mr. Worthington. I mean Republican county and city conven- 
tions? 

Mr, Noon. Yes, sir ; I never was a Democrat. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you attended them as a member or in 
some other capacity ? 

Mr. Noon. 1 have attended sometimes as one of the members, one ' 
of the delegates, etc. I can not remember each one, because we have 
had a goodmany since then. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you kept in touch at all with State 
politics? 

Mr. Noon. In what way? 

Mr. Worthington. Have you kept yourself informed about what 
was going on in the State in reference to political matters? 
Mr. Noon. Oh, in a general way. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you gone out through the State at all! 
Mr. Noqn. No, sir; not as a lecturer. 
Mr. Worthington. Do you hotd any office? 
Mr. Noon. I do. 

Mr. Worthington. What office? 

8. Doc 486, 69-1, vol 2 *9 
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Mr. Noon. I hold office as justice of the peace of Provo City and 
also the precinct justice of the same precinct* I hold the two offices. 

Mr. Worthington. How long have you been a justice of the peace 
in that town? 

Mr. Noon. Since 1890, with the exception of two years. That is 
the time of the Bryan wa ve^ when I was let out. " 
Mr. Worthington. In 1896, when everybody was swept out? 
Mr. Noon. Yes, sir; at that time. 

Mr. Wokthinoton. For how long a term are you elected ? I want 
to find out how often you have had to go before those people for their 
suffrages, 

Mr. Noon. Every two years. 

Mr, Worthington. Since 1890 you have been a candidate every 
two years? • v . . 
Mr. Noon. With the exception of two years. 
Mr. Wokthinoton. You were a candidate then? 
Mr. Noon, Yes, sir. v 
Mr. Wokthinoton. But got left? 
Mr. Noon. Yes, sir; I was a candidate each time. 
Mr. Wokthinoton. That is a Mormon community ? 
Mr. Noon. Yes, sir; decidedly so. 

Mr. Wokthinoton. It has been said that about 70 per cent are 
Mormons. Do^you agree with that? 

Mr. Noon. Yes, sir; I presume that is right. 

Mr. Wokthinoton^- And as a man who had left the Mormon 
Church^ou have had to run in that Mormon community? 

Mr. Noon. I hardly understand you; 

Mr. WoRTriiNOTON. Let the stenographer read the question. 

The lworter read as follows : * 

" Mr. Worthington. And as a man who had left the Mormon 
Church yon have had to run in that Mormon community? " 

Mr. Noon. As a public officer* v 

Mr. Wokthinoton. I mean in the way of getting votes. You have 
been elected every time, you have said, except in 1896 ? 

Mr. Noon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wokthinoton. When all the Republicans went down? At 
other times how have you run with your ticket? 

Mr. Noon. I have always run over the ticket. Democratic or 
Republican, I have never been under my ticket. Everybody seemed 
to vote for me. 

Mr. Worthington. What is your observation, in the range with 
which you are familiar, as to whether the Mormon voters adhere 
pretty closely to their political parties or are instructed and governed 
by -.'the churcn as to the way they shall vote? 

Mr. Noon. I do not believe they are instructed at all. 

Mr. Worthington. Can you give us any idea of what leads you to 
that conclusion? 

Mr. Noon. Because they are naturally free in their way of life 
and independent. 

Mr. Worthington. Some of them are Republicans and some Dem- 
ocrats? * 

Mr. Noon. Yes, sir; they are all kinds. 

Mr. WoRTHiNGUON. And those, you say, who are Democrats gener- 
ally adhere to their party, and vice versa? 
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Mr. Noon. Most assuredly. 



Mr. Worthinoton. Have you seen any indications at all in your 
time there since the division on party lines that the church has Wen 
interfering in political matters at all I 



Mr. Wobthinoton. From your acquaintance with the Mormon 
people, what would you say as to whether the Mormon voters would 
yield to dictation from the superior officers of the church as to how 
they should vote ? 

Mr. Noon. From my conversations with the people I think they 
would shun it with scorn under present conditiona 

Mr. Worthinoton. You think they would not take instructions 
from anybody as to how they should exercise the privileges of Ameri- 
can citizenship ? 

Mr. Noon. No, sir. I think their characters are too independent — 
since the manifesto. - 

Mr. Worthinqton. I mean since the division on party lines? 

Mr. Noon. That is what I mean — since the division on party lines. 

Mr, Worthinoton. We all understand that before that is was 
Mormon and anti-Mormon. 

Mr. Noon. They are very free and outspoken and say what they 
think, and they do it. 

Mr. WoRTHiNOTON. Have you any knowledge, by reputation or 
otherwise, that there are Mormons living in your vicinity who have 
plural wives and live with them? 

Mr. Noon. Well, by report only. 

Mr. Worthington. Byreport only? 

Mr. Noon. Yes ? sir. That is, there are one or two who I presume 
live with their wives, their plural wives. 
Mr. Worthinoton. What is the population of Provo? 
Mr. Noon. They are old people, though. 
Mr. Worthinoton. What is the population of Provo? 
Mr. Noon. I think the last census was 7,000. 
Mr. Worthinoton. Seven thousand? 

Mr. Noon. I think so; 7,000; but I think it will go over that now. 

Mr. Worthinoton. By reputation, how many men have plural 
wives in that community? 

Mr. Noon. There might be five or six, for what I know. I know 
of no others. 

Mr. Worthinoton. >What is the reputation as to whether they live 
with their plural wives? 
Mr. Noon. Some of them are dead that I am now speaking of. 
Mr. Worthinoton. Some of the wives? 

Mr. Noon; Some of the men; maybe some of the ladies are dead 
for all I know. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I am asking about the present time, as to how 
many living polygamists there are. 
Mr. Noon. Only about three. 
Mr. Worthinoton. Only three ? 
Mr, Noon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. So far as your information goes, do they live 
with their plural wives? 
Mr, Noon. I presume they do; I do not know. 
Mr. Worthinoton, They are old people, you .say? 
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Mr. Noon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. How old ? 

Mr. Noon. They are older than I am. There is one younger man, 
if I remember aright. But there are one or two who are older than I. 

Mr. Worthington. How does the situation in that regard at Provo 
compare with what it was in 1890, as to the number of polygamists? 

Mr. Noon. Very much less. 

Mr. Worthington. How many less? 

Mr. Noon. I can hardly remember all of them, but two or three I 
know are dead ; never a great many. 
Mr. Worthington. Never? 

Mr. Noon. Not that I can remember, and I knew them pretty well. 

Mr. Worthington. Has it come to your knowledge, by reputation 
or otherwise, that there have been any new polygamous marriages in 
that vicinity since the manifesto? 

Mr. Noon. No, sir. I have never heard of any. 

Mr. Worthington. You would say it is dying out? 

Mr. Noon. I certainly do not believe there is anything of the kind. 

Mr. Worthington. What is the feeling among the l^mon people 
as to the matter of polygamy? 

Mr. Noon. The young people that I talked with, and my family, 
and we talk occasionally, and most of my family—our daughters, arid 
they are around amongst the young women more or less— from my 
knowledge and information and impressions, gained from remarks 
casually now and again, they do not indorse air f ' ing of the kind. 
They are glad to get rid of it. They consider it an incubus. They 
are glad it has gone. 

Mr. Worthington. To go back to political matters for a moment, 
when you have run there as a candidate for justice of the peace, hive 
you run against Mormons? 

Mr. Noon. I have, certainly, against Mormons. 

Mr. Worthington. Has there always been a Mormon against you ? 
' Mr. Noon. At the last precinct election there was a young mail. 
I do not know whether he was a Mormon or not. But at every other 
time always against Mormons. 

Mr. Worthington. And, except in 1896, at every other election you 
have defeated the Mormon candidate ? 

Mr. Noon. Yes, sir; each one. 

Mr. Worthington. Now, on the matter of polvgamy, in view of 
the feeling among the Mormons there, what would you say would be 
the effect if President Smith were to undertake to promulgate a new 
revelation reestablishing polygamy ? 

Mr. Noon. They would not accept it. 

The Chairman. What is that? 

Mr Noon. They would not accept it in any condition. I do not 
believed they would, from the remarks made to me and from my 
association with the people, and their feelings and expressions. 

Mr. Worthington. Now, about Mr. Smoot It has been said here 
that he was a man who was never thought of for high office in Utah 
until he became an apostle, which was in April, 1900. Can you give 
ns any information aoout that? 

Mr. Noon. I think he was a public man, and was thought of for 
oiice a? soon as he was quite a vonng man. 

Jfr. Worthikokw. JPrior to 1900, when he became an apostle ? 
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Mr. Noon. I think so; to the best of my recollection. 

Mr. Worthington. How soon after the division on party lines? 

Mr. Noon. He was right in with us. 

Mr. Worthinoton . From that time on ? 

Mr. Noon. From that time on until now. 

Mr. Worthinoton* Were you surprised when you heard that he 
was talked of for Senator? 
Mr, Noon. Oh, I do not know why I should be, especially. 
Mr. WoRTHiNGTON. That is what I want to get at. 
Mr. Noon. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. It has been spoken of here as a matter of great 
surprise that he should be spoken of; for that office? 

Mr. Noon. He was a bright, intelligent young man, and I was glad 
that he was aiming for an office that might suit him. 

Mr, Worthinoton. Was he a man who engaged in political affairs 
there? ; 

Mr. Noon. Always in them, certainly; ever since he was a young 
man and able to do it. 

Mr. -Worthington. Did you take your endowments, as they are 
called, when you were a Mormon ? 

Mr. Noon. Yes, sir. f 

Mr. .Worthinoton. Are vou a Mason ? 

Mr. Noon; I am, sir. I-have been one since 1863. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Since 1863? 

Mr. Noon. Yes, sir ; I was mx.de a Mason in Southern Africa. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you been a member of that organization 
since? > 

Mr. Noon. I have been a charter member of a lodge in Provo. 

Mr. Worthinoton, When did you take your endowments? 

Mr. Noon. I took the endowments in 1865 or i866; maybe 1866. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Was that preliminary to your marriage or a 
part of the marriage ceremony ? 

Mr. Noon. I was married. 

Mr. Worthinoton. How old were you when you took the endow- 
ments? 

Mr. Noon. I must have been about 28 — between that and 30. 
Mr. Worthinoton, How long was it before you left the church 
because you did not believe in revelations? 
Mr. Noon. I left about 1870. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you a recollection of the endowment 
ceremony? 

Mr. Noon. Well, partially, yes; I think I have. 

Mr. W t orthington, I want to ask you whether, in going through 
that ceremony, anything like this occurred. I want you to under- 
stand I am not asking you about these precise words, but anything 
like this, or in substance : 

"That you and each of you do promise and vow that you will 
never cease to importune high heaven to avenge the blood of the 
prophets upon this nation?" 

Mr. Noon. No, sir; it was not said. 

Mr. Worthington. Was anything like that said? 

Mr. Noon. No; not in those words. 

Mr. Worthington. Was there anything that imported hostility 
to the country ? 
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Mr. Noon. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. To the United States? 
Mr. Noon. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. To the Government of the United States? 
Mr. Noon. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Are you clear about that? 

Mr. Noon. Yes, sir; I am perfectly clear about that. 

Senator Knox. Let the reporter read the questions and the answers. 

The reporter read as follows? 

" Mr. Worthinoton. I want to ask you whether, in going through 
that ceremony, anything like this occurred. I want you to under- 
stand I am not asking you about these precise words, but anything 
like this, or in substance : 

"* That you and each of you do promise and vow that you will 
never cease to importune high heaven to avenge the blood of the 
]>rophets upon this nation ? 1 

"Ifr. Noon. No, sir; it was not said. 

"Mr. Worthington. Was anything like that said? 

" Mr. Noon. No ; not in those words. 

" Mr. Worthinoton. Was there anything that imported hostility 
to the country ? 
" Mr. Noon. No, sir. 

"Mr/ Worthington. To the United States? 
" Mr. Noon. No, sir. 

" Mr. Worthington. To the Government of the United States? 
" Mr. Noon. No, sir. 

" Mr. Worthinoton, Are you clear about that ? 

" Mr. Noon. Yes, sir ; I am perfectly clear about that." 

Mr. Worthinoton. Could vou tell us whether or not there was 
anything said in that obligation about Joseph Smith? 

Mr. Noon. I do not remember the name Joseph Smith being said. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do you remember whether anything was said 
about prophets or martyrs? 

Mr. Noon. There is a quotation in the lecture given from part of 
the Scriptures. I think it was from Revelation somewhere. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you any objection to stating what the 
substance of that obligation was, as you remember it ? 

Mr. Noon. As I understood it — it was in the course of the lec- 
ture-— that it was simply a quotation from the Scriptures. The in- 
tent of its meaning I never took much interest in. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you think you would recognize that quo- 
tation if you heard it again ? 

Mr. Not;N. I think I would. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Let me have a Bible. I read the ninth and 
tenth verses of the sixth chapter of Revelations: 

"9. And when he had opened the fifth seal I saw under the altar 
the souls of them that were slain for the word of God, and for the 
testimony which they held. 

"10. And they cried with a loud voice, saying, How long, O Lord, 
holy and true, dost thou not judge and avenge our blood on them 
that dwell on the earth? " 

Mr. Noon. I think that was about the intent; something like that. 
Forty years is a long while to remember. 

Mr. Worthington. I should like to be clear, or to have you clear 



REED 8M00T Y75 

about it, as to whether there was anything indicating hostility to the 
Government in that obligation, 

Mr, Noon, The very reverse. I have never heard any people 
taught only loyalty to the Government of the United States. . 

Tne Chairman. I do not remember the year that you said, you 
took the endowment. 

Mr. Noon. I think it was about 1866. I could not remember ex-, 
actly the exact year, of course, keeping no dates. 

Mr. Worthinoton, You can tell us what your age was when you 
were married? 

Mr. Noon. Between 28 and 30. 

Mr. 'Worthinoton. Where was the ceremony performed? In the 
Endowment House at Salt Lake? 
Mr. Noon. Yes, sir; in Salt Lake. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do you remember who administered the obli- 
gation, who was the officiating priest ? 
Mr. Noon. Daniel H. Wells. 
Mr. Worthinoton. He is now dead ? 
Mr. Noon. Who is now dead. 

Mr. Worthinoton. He was the father of Governor Wells? 

Mr. Noon. The father of Governor Wells. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Cross-examine, brother Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. He was one of the first presidency ? 

Mr. Noon, Yes, sir; he was one of the first presidency. 

Mr. Tayler. You took no obligation at all 

Mr. Worthinoton. There is one thing I should like to ask about. 
Mr. Tayler. Let me get an answer to this question. Did you take 
no obligation at all ? 
Mr. Noon. Obligation? 
Mr. Tayler. Yes. 
Mr. Noon. Various obligations. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you not take an obligation in respect of this 
subject ? 

Mr. Noon, No; that was a lecture.. 
Mr. Tayler. That was a lecture? 

Mr. Noon. Yes, sir; I do not know how the matter was combined. 
I forget that. 
Mr. Tayler. Did yon hear Mr. Dougall testify? 
Mr. Noon. I did, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Does your memory accord with his? 
Mr. Noon. Well, I suppose it would in general. 
Mr. Tayler. What did Mr. Dougall say about it? 
Mr. Noon. I do not remember what he said ; I only know for my- 
self. 

Mr. Tayler. You can not remember what he said fifteen minute* 
ago, and yet you are undertaking to say what occurred forty years 
ago? 

Mr. Noon. There is a difference between remembering a person 
who has just spoken on some subject which you did not notice par- 
ticularlv and that which would be more particularly impressed on 
your mind. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you not say just a while ago that it did not have 
much impression on you? 
.Mr. Noon. What? 
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Mr. Taylkr. This particular part of the ceremony? 
Mr. Noon. What part of it? 
Mr. Tattler. What part did not impress you? 
Mr. Noon. It all more or less impressed me. 
Mr. Taylkr, Which the" least — this part ? 

Mr. Noon. As I stated before, that was in a lecture, and I noticed 
it among the rest - 

Mr. Ta yler. Was there any sort of obligation taken that they were 
to pray Almighty God to avenge the blood of the prophets ana mar- 
tyrs upon this generation? 

Mr. Noon. Novsir. 

Mr. Taylkr. Do you remember whether Mr. Dougall said* any- 
thing like that? Did he say anything like that? 

Mr. Noon. I think he said they did not, if I remember aright. 

Mr. Taylkr; &o that if you w<&re called upon to testify as to 
whether Mr. Dougall had said anything like that & few minutes ago 
you would say, " No: he never said anything of that sort?" 

Mr. Noon. I should think so. 

The Chairman. That he did not say so ? 

Mr. Noon. ' YesV V : - 

The Chairman. That is your recollection ? 
Mr. Noon. That he said there was not such an obligation as that 
taken* ■,-'y^;-v ^^-W^ka^ 

Mr. Taylkr. As that I have just read? 
Mr. Noon. As that you have just read. 

Mr. Tayler. Who are the old men who are poiygamists in Provo? 
[To Mr. Worthington :] If you want to ask a question you can do so 
now. 

Mr. WbRTftiNGTON, Go on, and I will ask him later. .... 

Mr. T a yler. Who are the old men in Provo who are i^lygamists ? 

Mr; Noon. I only know one old man who is a polygamist in Provo. 

Mr. Taylbr. I misunderstood you* I thought you said they were 
all old men. ; .. y& \ 

Mr. Noon. When I come to think, there is one man, but I under- 
stand he is not now a oolygamist, but I do not know* 

Mr. Taylkr. What is hfi name? 

Mr. Noon, One is Mr. & S. Jones, but I think that he is not living 
with aw of his wive^ 

Mr. Taylbr. He is not living with any of his wives? 

Mr. Noon. No; I have heard it so reported. 

Mr. Taylkr. Do you mean he has deserted them? 

Mr. Noon. I do not know anything about that, whether he de- 
serted them, or cares for them, or not 

Mr. Tatlbr. Is he a respectable man? 

Mr. Noon. Yes, sir j certainly. 

Mr. Taylkr. Highly respectable? 

Mr. Noon. Yes, sir; but keeping the law* I do not know— - 

Mr* Taylbr. Do people speak to him on the street? 

Mr. Noon. Surely. 

Mr. Taylkr. You know him/do you? 

Mr. Noon. Yes. 

Mr. Taylml What is his business? 

Mr. Noon. He used to be a merchant 

Mr. Taylkr. Is he a member of the Mormon Church? 
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Mr. Nook. Of course. 

Mr. Tayler. Does he hold any position in the church? 

Mr. Nook. I do not know. I am not a member of the church. I 
would not know that 

Mr. Tayler. I suppose you know who the bishops are, and who the 
president of the stake is, and all that sort of thing, do you not — men 
who hate public places! • J 

Mr, Nook. Some I do. I take very little interest in the Mormon 
Church. I take very little interest in it, indeed. 

Mr. Taylbr. Who besides Mr. Jones ? 

Mr. Nook. There is a gentleman by the name of Mr. David Johns. 
He w an old man, 
Mr. Taylbr. He is an old man? 
Mr. Nook. Yes , sir. All his family are married. 
Mr. Taylbr. Who elsef 

Mr. Nook* I do not remember anyone else at present 
Mr. Taylbr, You do not! 
Mr. Nook. No. 

Mr. Tayler. John 0. Graham? 

Mr. Nook. I had forgotten him. 

Mr. Tayler. Is he an bid man ? 

Mr. Nook. He is a man of about my ace, I think. 

Mr. Tayler. How many wives has he 1 

Mr. Nook, Personally, I do not know * 

Mr. Taylbr. I know~-?v v 

Mr* Nook. I know one wife personally. 

Mr. Taylbr. WTiat is the repute of the community? 

Mr. Nook. He is reputed to ha ve two wives. 

Mr. Taylbr. Anybody else? 

Mr. Nook. Yes ; there is a man reputed to have two wives, but I do 
not know his family. I know him personally, simply by meeting him 
occasionally. That is young Mr. Bean. I forget nis initials. 

Mr. Taylbr. Young Mr. Bean ? 

Mr. Nook. Yes. Fdo not remember his name. I do not know it, 
indeed, I never asked. 
Mr. Tayler. There is Mr. Hickman ? 
Mr. Nook. I do not know him. 
Mr. Tayler. You have never heard of him ? 
Mr. Nook. I have heard people talk of him lately. 
Mr. Tayler. Have yon heard of Mr. Brimhall? 
Mr. Nook. Yes; of him also. 
Mr. Tayler. Have you heard of -Ben Cluff ? 

Mr. Nook. I have heard of him, but I do riot know much about him. 
I do not know much about any of these gentlemen. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you ever hear that he took a plural wife three or 
four years ago? 

Mr. Nook. I heard it by newspaper report. 

Mr. Tayler. You never heard it in any other way? 

Mr. Nook. No, sir, 

Mr. Tayler. It was not even talked about? 

Mr. Nook. As I said before, I never talk about people in Provo 
myself. 

Mr. Tayler. That is what T supposed. 
Mr. Nook. I never talk about them. 
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Mr. Tayleb. One of the cardinal dogmas of your community is 
u Mind your own business." 
Mr. Nook. I think it is a good one. 

Mr. Tayleb. A good one ? an excellent one; and it is especially ob- 
served in your community, is it not? 

Mr. Nook. Well, I do not know. So far as I am concerned, I gen- 
erally mind my own business, because I have all I can do to do it 

Mr. Tayugb. The subject whether men take new plural wives is 
deeply seated in your heart and interest ! 

Mr. Nook. If they take new plural wives? 

Mr. Tayubb. Is not that a matter of very deep personal con- 
cern to all your people, or is it, or do you mmd your own business 
about it? 

Mr. Noon. I would presume that I would mind my own business. 
Mr. Taylbb. So that whether a man took an extra wife or two 
would riot concern you ? ^ 
Mr. Nook. I think the law is the proper place to go for that 
Mr. Taylbb. So that it would not be talked about? 
Mr. Nook. I do not know. 
Mr. Tatleb. You do not know that it would ? 
i^. l^oov* ! never talk about— , > 

Mr. Tayi*bb. And the fact that Ben Cluff, jr., president of the 
Brigham Young University, took a plural wife three or four years 
ago was riot talked about at all, was it? 

Mr. Nook. I think it was possiblv talked about. I hear people 
talk, but I take no notice of it. I do not bother my head with the 
church. 

The Chairman. Did I understand you to say you had held the 
office of justice of the peace? 
Mr. Nook. Yes, sir. 

The Ghaibmak. From what time to what time ? 

Mr. Nook. From 1890 to the present time — I am now justice of the 
peaces—with the exception of two years' interval. 

The Ghaibmak. Would your court, under the laws of Utah, have 
jurisdiction of complaints against poly garni sts for polygamous cohab- 
itation? ' v 

Mr. Noon. As a precinct court it might possibly. I have never had 

any case of that kind in my court. 

The Ghaibmak. No complaint has ever been made to vou as jus- 
tice of the peace against persons living in polygamous cohabitation? 

Mr. Nook. No, sir. , ' 

The Ghaibman. And yet such cases exist, as I have understood you 
to say ? 
Mr. Nook. Sir? 

The Ghaibmak. And yet there are Such cases in your community ? 

Mr. Nook. As polygamy? 

The Ghaibmak. les. * 

Mr. Nook. I presume there are one or two of them. 

The Ghaibmak. You say that you took the endowments? 

Mr. Nook. Yes, sir. 

The Ghaibmak. Were others with you at the same time? 

Mr. Nook. Yes, sir; quite a few. 

The Ghaibmak* How many ? 

Mr. ftooN. I could not begin to tell* 
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The Chairman. Were there ten thousand, five thousand, or a hun- 
dred? 

Mr. Noon. Oh, I do not know. There may have been perhaps 
fifty or sixty ; maybe more or less. 

The Chairman', How long did the ceremony take? 

Mr. Noon. It took, if I remember aright, from the morning about 
10 or 11 o'clock, before we went out in the afternoon some time 
possibly. 

The Chairman. Was there any change in your apparel in taking 
the ceremony? .< . 

Mr, Noon. I think that when a man enters into any organization, 
there are some matters associated with all organizations t&at are not 
public. 

The Chairman. I am asking you about the ceremony you went 
through*; 

Mr. Noon. I should refuse to answer the question. Senator. 
The Chairman. Why?, , 

Mr. Noon. Because I think it would be improper to answer the 
question* 
The Chairman. Why improper ? 

Mr. Noon. Because it would be endeavoring to reach, like any other 
secret organization, the form of the organization. 

The Chairman. Then you regarded the organization at that time 
as a secret organization, of course ? 

Mr. Noon. I did^/ 

The Chairman. Was there any* penalty attached to the disclosure 
of the ceremony? 
Mr. Noon. Yes ; there was a penalty. 
The Chairman. What? 
Mr. Noon. There was a penalty attached. 
The Chairman. What was it? 

Mr. Noon. That is like any other question; it would be the same 
question, and I would not desire to answer it — as to what the penalty 
was. 

The Chairman. You decline to state what the penalty was? 
Mr. Noon. Yes; I think it is proper not to answer it. 
The Chairman. Was it a severe penalty? 

Mr. Noon. Fairly severe. I presume it would be like any other 
organization. 

The Chairman. I am not talking about other organizations. I am 
asking you about this. Was the penalty a severe penalty? Was it 
a penalty of expulsion? * 

Mr. Nook. I believe that is a question I would refuse to answer. 

The Chairman. What do you say as to the penalty being the tear- 
ing out of the tongue or the tearing open of the breasts and taking out 
the vitals ? What do you say about that ? 

Mr. Noon. I answer the same as the other — that is, I would refuse 
to answer it. - V 

The Chairman. You decline to answer it? 

Mr. Noon. I decline to answer. 

The Chairman. You say the young people are opposed to polyg- 
amy? 

Mr. Noon. Yes, sir; I do. 

The Chairman. Do you know of any movement in your community 



among the young people— the young Mormons, I mean, in the 
church— in the nature of a protest to the church against the people 
continuing in polygamy? 

Mr. Noon. No protest that I am aware of, but they speak plain 
enough.." 1 . • 

The Chairman. I asked you if you know of any protests made to 
the church or to the officials of the church against the continuance of 
polygamy? 

JfoNooN. I know of no application or petition of that kind. 
The Chairman. You say there has been no interference in politics 
on the part of the church since 1890f 
Mr. Nc^ 

The Chairman. Was there before that ? > 

Mr. Noon. People might possibly have the impression. Prejudices 
go a long way when they are opposed to each other. Their imagina- 
tions go a long way. . ■ 

The Chairman. Answer my question, whether before 1890 it was 
generally understood that the church took an active part in politics I 

Mr. Noon. Before the division in 1890 there were two parties. One 
was the P g t^aVs Party, and the other the Liberal party, and they 
were antagonistic one to another, and fought extremely severely with 
each other. One was presumed the church party, and the other was 
the non-Mormon or Gentile party. That is all I know. 

1^ read my question ? 

The reporter read as follows: 

*Tbe Chairman^ Answer my question, whether before 1890 it was 
generally understood that the church took an active part in politics." 
Mr. Noon. As a People's Party* they certainly did. 
The Chairman. That is all. 

Mr. WoRTriiNOTON. Why is it^ Mr, ^ Noon, if you know, that no 
efforts are made to prosecute these men who had plural wives before 
tfo raaiWie^ 

Mr* Npon. I hardly understand the question. 
\rMi^W have been no prosecutions 

a^inst ^^ few ^ wives before the 

manifesto and are supposed to be living with them now. Why is it 
nothing is done to prosecute them? 

Mr* Noon. I do not know, unless the officers of the law do not pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. Worthington . Do yon know Anything about the public senti- 
ment in that coinniiniity as to letting those people alone if there are 
no new plural marriages? 

]^ are old; 

that it wc^td be<& about halfway Jut the 

Mr. Wow the peace 

has no right to hear a erii?&ilB^^ cohabi- 
tation in your county ? You have no right to hear such cases. 

Mr; Noon. No, sir; I understand it. 

Mr. Wb»miNO^K)NV Yo^ 

Mr. Noon. Simply as a <x>mmitting magistrate; that is, a pre- 
cinct officer, . , 
Mri TAtiim. As a <^ 
Mr. Noon. Yes* sir $ as a precinct officer. 
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Mr.vTAtiiBB. I never heard of a jus#ce of the peaVe having any 
other jurisdiction. 

Mr, Wobthington. Having any other jurisdiction? 

Mr. Tayleb. In a criminal case. 

Mr. Noon. Neither have I; 

Mr. Tayler. Except as a committing magistrate. 

Mr. Wobthington. You are not familiar with the procedure in 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Noon. They have in small misdemeanors, but not in felonies. 

Mr. Wobthington. That is all. 

TESTIMONY OP HUGH M. BOUGALL — Eeoalled. 

Senator Knox. I wish to ask Mr. Dougall a question. 
Mr. Wobthington. Mr. Dougall, take the stand. 

Hugh M. DbtJOAtL, having been previously duly sworn, was ex- 
amined, and testified as follows: 

Senator Knox. Mr. Dougall, hivi testified, when ^ ybtt wrere on 
the stand, that the vow taken by you m the Endowment House did 
not include in invocation of vengeance against this nation, aire you 
wilimg to say whether the vow obligated you to anything incompat- 
ible with your giving full and supreme allegiance to the United 
States or the State or tTtah or which obligated you to anything in- 
compatible with your fully performing your duty as a citizen of the 
XJinted States and of that State! 

Mr. DbtrGAliL. Not one thing. 

Senator Knox. That is all. 

TESTIMONY OF AIOHZO ARTHTTR NOOK — Recalled. 

Mr. Van Cott. We should like to have Mr. Noon answer the same 
question. 
The Chaibman. Very well. 

AloNjeo Abthub Noon, having been previously duly sworn, was 
examined, and testified as follows : 

Mr. Van Cbrt. Mr. Noon, did you pay attention to the question 
iust asked by Mr, Knox ? 

Mr. Noon* I did. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your answer to it? 

Mr. Noon. I heard nothing that would come in conflict with any 
duty that'I might owe this Government. 

Mr. Van Cott Can you answer "Yes" or "No" the whole 
question • 

Mr. Noon. No, sir ; certainly not. 

TESTIMONY OF HtTOH M DOTTOAIIr-Eeoalled. 

The Chaibman. t wish to ask Mr. Dou/^11 a Question. 

Hugh M. Dougall, having been previously duly sworn, was ex- 
ammed, and testified as follows i ; * rt , 

The Chaibman. In answer to a question of Senator Knox you 
have said there was nothing in this obligation that would m any 
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way interfere with your allegiance to the State or nation. Why, 
then, do you refuse to disclose what it was? 

Mr. Doug all. What the ceremonies were! 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Dougall. Because I took an obligation that I would keep it 
secret. I consider myself morally bound to do it 

The Chairman. You have already stated, have you not, Mr. Dou- 
gall, what the ceremony was, in part? 

Mr. Dougall, Yes;* in part — in reference to this martyr and 
prophet business. 

Tne Chairman. You have stated some portion of the ceremony ? 

Mr. Dougall. Well, I presume so. 

The Chairman. Now, in respect to this portion of the ceremony 
in relation to the obligation, you have denied in a negative way that 
it was an obligation hostile to the Government? 

Mr. Dougall. Put that just as positive as you please, Senator. 

The Chairman, Now, we want you to state to the committee what 
the obligation was, so that the committee may judge. 

Mr. Dougall. What the obligation was? 

The Chairman. Yes, sir. You have given your version of the 
obligation. Will you please state to the committee what the obliga- 
tion was? 

Mr. Dougall. Excuse me; I scarcely savvy you. 
The Chairman. I beg pardon? 

Mr. Dougall. I scarcely understand what you want to know. > 
The Chairman. You have told the character of this obligation 
and your version of it, and I am now asking you to state what the 
obligation was, so that the committee may judge as to its obligation. 
Mr. Dougall. The obligation of secrecy? 

The Chairman. No, sir; the obligation. You took some obliga- 
tion, did you not? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir; I suppose so. 
The Chairman. A vow? 
Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. We ask you now to state what those obligations 
were? 

Mr. Dougall. I refuse to do it. I do not remember it. I could 
not do it. 

The Chairman. Whv do you refuse? 

Mr, Dougall. Simply on the ground that it is like any other 
secret order, I presume, that you pledge yourself to secrecy in 
regard to the ritual. r 

The Chairman. But you have already stated a part of it? 

Mr. Dougall. The part that is unimportant. 

The Chairman. You regard the obligation with respect to fidelity 
to the Government as important? 

Mr. Dougall. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And that you will not disclose? 
Mr. Dougall. Well. 

The Chairman. You will not disclose what that obligation was? 

Mr. Dougall. An obligation of fidelity to the Government? 

The Chairman, I say you have disclosed some things in relation 
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to the ceremony in the Endowment House, and the committee now 
want you to state what the obligation waa which was taken by you in 
relation to avenging the blood of the prophets, or if there was any 
such thing, of Joseph Smith. Did you hear any such obligation t 

Mr. Douoall. Simply the prayer to God to avenge the blood of hia 
saints and martyrs; something like that. 

The Chairman. You remember that now? 

Mr. Worthinoton. He said that before— 4 ' on this generation." 

Mr. Douoall. I said that before. 

Senator Knox. The point is if he is willing to state that much of it 
at your instance. Mr. Worthington, why is ne anxious to hold back 
the remainder of it! 

Mr. Worthington. That is what I can not understand. 

The Chairman. The whole ceremony was under the obligation of 
secrecy ? 

Mr. Douoall. Yes, sir. 

Senator Foraker. I understood the witness to say, when interro- 
gated about it, that he took no obligation incompatible with alle- 
giance to the Federal and State governments. 

Mr. Douoall. That is it. 

Senator Foraker. And that is as far as he undertakes to go. 

Mr. Tayler. But he does say that he took an obligation, or there 
was an injunction laid upon them, that they Were to pray the 
Almighty to avenge the blood of the prophets and the martyrs on this 
generation. 

Senator Foraker. But he says there was nothing whatever con- 
nected with it that had any relation to the Government; that the Gov- 
ernment was not referred to. 

Mr. Worthington. He said his mind was directed particularly to 
that point, because he had read a book which had alleged that there 
was some such obligation. 

The Chairman. You have stated your interpretation of the obliga- 
tion. The committee would like to have you state the obligation in 
full which you took at that time. 

Mr. Douoall. In that particular? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Douoall. I have stated it, Senator, as fully as I can do it. 
The Chairman. You have? 

Mr. Douoall. As near as I can remember it; yes, sir. It was 
not given in a specific obligation— that particular part. That was in 
a series of lectures. 

Senator Knox. Perhaps you would be willing to state, did any 
other part of the ceremony have any reference to this generation or 
this nation, or to civil duties at all, or was it exclusively religious? 
' Mr. Douoall. Exclusively religious, as I remember it. 

The Chairman. That is all. 

Mr. Worthington. Shall we take another witness before the 
recess ? ^ i 

The Chairman. Yes. I 
Mr. Worthington. Call William Hatfield. 
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wrmomr of william hatphld. 

William Hatfield, having been duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows : 
Mr. Worthington. What is your age? 
Mr. Hatfield. Fifty-five. 
Mr. Worth i notx > n . And your residence? 
Mr. Hatfield. Salt Lake. 
Mr. Worthington. Salt Lake City? 
Mr. Hatfield. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthingto n . How long have you lived there? 

Mr. Hatfield. I have lived in Salt Lake City for about seven years. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What has been your business? 

Mr. Hatfield. I am in the mining business. 

Mr. Worth inoton , Before that where did you live? 

Mr. Hatfield. In Eureka, Juab County, (Huh. 

Mr. Worth i noton . That is a mining region, 1 believe. 

Mr. Hatfield. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worth i noton. How long had you been there? 
Mr. Hatfield. Thirty years. 

Mr. Worthinoton. So that pretty much all of your adult life has 
been spent in the mining regions, except while you were in Salt Lake 
City? 

Mr. Hatfield. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Are you a Mormon? 

Mr. Hatfield. No, sir. 
—Mr. Worthinoton. Have you ever been ? 

Mr. Hatfield. I suppose I was when I was a kid. 

Mr. Worthinoton. The word " kid " is somewhat ambiguous. 
How old were you when you ceased to be a Mormon ? 

Mr. Hatfield. I was going on 22. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Did you formally separate from the church or 
just gradually drift away from it ? 
Mr. Hatfield. Just drifted away from it. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You ceased to have any connection with it at 
all when you were about 22 ? 
Mr. Hatfield. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Since you have lived in Salt Lake City have 
you^kept yourself informed at all as to political matters there? 
Mr. Hatfield. Some, yes. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Are you a Republican or a Democrat? 

Mr. Hatfield. I am a Republican. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you always been? 

Mr. Hatfield. Yes, sir. — ' 

Mr. Worthington. Or since the division on party lines? 
Mr. Hatfield. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Worthington. When you were in the mining region, were 
there any polygamous families there? 

Mr. Hatfield, Not to my knowledge. There might have been, but 
I did not know of them. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Were there any by reputation? 

Mr. Hatfield. Not living there. 

Mr. Worthington. How many people were there in that mining 
region! 
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Mr. Hatfield. There were 2,500 or 0,000. 

Mr* WoHTtiiNOTON. And not a polygamist among them? 

Mr, Hatfield. So far as I know. 

Mr, Worth jngton. So far as you could tell by knowledge or repu- 
tation? 
Mr. Hatfield. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Worthi ngton . What is your observation in Utah as to 
whether polygamy is increasing or decreasing? 

Mr. Hatfield. The best of my knowledge and information is that 
it is decreasing. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you known by reputation or otherwise of 



Mr. Hatfield. No, sir. 

Mr. WoRTiiiNGToN. Either in the mining region or in Salt Lake 



Mr. Hatfield. No, sir. 
Mr. Worthinoton. What is your observation as to whether the 
members of the Mormon Church who are voters ordinarily and regu- 
larly vote their party ticket, or are they dictated to by the church, 



Mr. Hatfield. The Democrats fight pretty hard against the Ke- 
publicans, I do not see any difference in that country from any 
other. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you seen any indication of church direc- 
tion a lid obedience on the part of its members in politics? 
Mr. Hatfield. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. From your general knowledge and informa- 
tion, what would you say as to whether polygamy is dying out, with- 
out any legal proceedings? 

Mr. Hatfield. It looks to me as if it were dying out. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Did you at any time go* through what is called 
the " endowment ceremony ?" 

Mr. Hatfield. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. How old were you when you did that? 
Mr. Hatfield. Not quite 21 years of age. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Then you left the church within a year or so 
after that? , 
Mr. Hatfield. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Did you go through it as a preliminary to or as 
a -part of your marriage ? 
Air. Hatfield. Went through to get married. 
"Mr. Worthinoton. Do you belong to any secret orders such as we 
have in this country ? 



Mr. Worthinoton. May I ask which? 

Mr. Hatfield. Sir? 

Mr. Worthinoton. May I ask which? 

Mr. Hatfield. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What organizations ? 

Mr. Hatfield. I am a Mason. 

Mr. Van Cott. Any others ? 

Mr. Worthinoton. Any others? 

Mr. Hatfield. I am an Odd Fellow, too. 

8. Doc. 486, 59-3 , vol 2 50 
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Mr. Worthington. Have you belonged to those organizations for 
a long time ? 

Mr. Hatfield. I have been a Mason for twenty-four or twenty-five 
years. 

Mr. Worthington. Do^ou have any recollection 

The Chairman. Mr. A\ orthington, pardon me. I think you will 

have to stop at this point, as the committee will now take a recess. 
Thereupon (at 11 o'clock and 55 minutes a. m.) the committee took 

a recess until 1.30 o'clock p. m. 

AFTER RECESS. 

The committee reassembled at the expiration of the recess. 
The Chairman. I suppose some of the witnesses can now be 
excused. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Chairman, all of the witnesses who have testi- 
fied up to this time may be excused with the exception of Mr. Lynch. 

Mr. Worth i n oto n . Mr. Brady wishes to be recalled for a moment. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Tayler desired him to remain. We might 
recall Mr. Brady, as Mr. Tayler wishes to ask him a question or two. 

The Chairman. Mr. Brady, will you take the stand ? Is Mr. 
Brady .present? 

Mr. Worthington. He is present. 

The Chairman. Mr. Brady, take the stand, please. 

TESTIMONY 07 JAMES H. BRADY — Continued. 

James H. Brady, having been previously sworn, was examined, 
and testified as follows : 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Brady, I understood you to say that the people of 
Idaho generally deprecated the injection of the Mormon question into 
the last campaign ? 

Mr. Worthington. Is that a statement or a question ? 

Mr. Tayler. There is an interrogation point, I think, the reporter 
notes at the end of that question. 

The Chairman. Do you hear Mr. Tayler? 

Mr. Brady. I hear him, but I do not remember that question having 
been asked me. If you can find the question I would like to have it 
read to me. 

Mr. Tayler. I dc not ask you if any such question was asked you at 
all. I was asking whether it was a fact that you did deprecate it. 
Mr. Brady. I did ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you so say that you deprecated it in your testi- 
mony? 

Mr. Brady. I do not remember the question being asked me. 

Mr. Tayler. I know ; but there are lots of things that are said that 
often are not framed in the question. I do not know that I attach any 
importance to the word " deprecate." Did you not give us quite a lit- 
tle oration on the subject of the unfortunate fact that this matter got 
into the campaign, and that it was intended to make feeling and all 
that? 

Mr. Brady. I meant to convey the idea that the Republicans 
thought it was very unfortunate to inject that question into the cam- 
paign at that time* 
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Mr. Tatleb. You did not take any steps, did you, to mollify the 
feeling among the Mormons? 
Mr. Brady. I did not. 

Mr. Tayler. The misfortune of having such a question in the com- 
munity was not so great that you did not yourselves make use of it? 
Is that right ? 

Mr. Brady. After the question was injected into the issue in the 
campaign, I made every use of it possible for the benefit of the Repub- 
lican party of Idaho. 

Mr. Tayler. And you inflamed the Mormon mind, did you not? 

Mr. Brady. In every way I possibly could. 

Mr. Tayler. If there was any way in which you could emphasize 
their anger, you took steps to do it? 

Mr. Bhady. Not particularly their anger, but I endeavored to show 
them that they should resent Mr. Dubois's action in the matter. 

Mr. Tayler. Were you up at Boise at the organization of the legis- 
lature? 

Mr. Brady. I was 

Mr. Tayler. When did that occur? 

Mr. Brady. The first Tuesday, I think, of the present month. 
Mr. Tayler. Did you have a conference with the leaders there on 
the subject of the proposed legislation? 
Mr. Brady. I did. 

Mr. Tayler. What conference did you have with respect to legis- 
lation ori the subject of adultery and unlawful cohabitation? 

Mr. Brady. The consultations that we had were in line with the 
promises that we had made during the campaign , that we would 
pass such a law. 

Mr. Tayler. What kind of a law ? 

Mr. Brady. An ahtipdlygamy law and an adultery law. 
Mr. Tayler. What antipolygamy law was introduced while you 
were there ? 

Mr. Brady. I left before there were any bills introduced. 
Mr. Tayler. Do you know whether any has been introduced? 
Mr. Brady. I am advised so by the dispatches. 
Mr. Tayler. What has been introduced? 
Mr. Brady. I have not read the bill. 

Mr. Tayler. Can you not describe them in general terms? v 

Mr. Brady. The bill that I understood would be introduced was a 
copy of the antipolygamy section' of the Edmunds law. Whether 
that was done or not I can not say, but I thought it would be a good 
plan simply to introduce that section just as it was. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you mean a law prescribing the punishment for 
unlawful cohabitation? 

Mr. Brady. That was my understanding; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And with such a law on the statute books was it your 
purpose to enforce it ? 

Mr. Brady. It was our intention, I presume, to enforce all laws. 

Mr. Tayler. You therefore did not intend to introduce and pass 
a law punishing unlawful cohabitation and then not enforce it? 

Mr. Brady. I had no such intention, personally. 

Mr. Tayler. Then the purpose of the law is to make criminal such 
acts as William Budge testified he was guilty of, and to prosecute 
William Budge. Is that right? 
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Mr. Brady. We do not single out individuals for punishment in 
Idaho. It was not to prosecute Mr. Budge any more than any other 
citizen. 

Mr. Tayler. I understand. I am only taking him as a type. 

Mr. Brady. You used the word directly. 

Mr. Tayler. Certainly— William Budge and others like him. 

Mr. Brady. Well, that is so. 

Mr. Tayler. Is that right? 

Mr. Brady. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. In good faith? 

Mr. Brady. In good faith. 

Mr. Tayler. It is the purpose of the people of Idaho to prosecute 
those men for unlawful cohabitation? 
Mr. Brady. If they practice it; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler, So tliat it is hot true that the people of Idaho intend 
to let these old polygamists remain in their present relations, is it? 
Mr. Brady. Jt will be true, if they do not punish them. 
Mr. Tayler. What is that? 

Mr. Brady. It will be true if they do not punish them. 

Mr. Tayler. Of course, it will be true if they do not punish them, 
but you have told us that the public sentiment of Idaho was against 
the prosecution of these men whom you call "old polygamists," who 
were continuing their polygamous relations— that the public senti- 
ment of Idaho was against their prosecution? 

Mr. Brady. Alleged, to be continuing their polygamous relations; 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That is to say, it is against prosecuting men who are 
in the practice. Is that right? 

Mr. Brady. That is what the purpose of the law is. 

Mr. Tayler. The purpose of the law is what ? 

Mr. Brady. The punishing of those criminals the same as any other 
criminals. 

Mr. Tayler. Exactly. Then, I say, you were in error when you 
said the other day that it was the sentiment of Idaho not to prosecute 
those men. Is that right ? 

Mr. Brady. My judgment is I was not in error. 

Mr. Tayler, Then you are gohi£ to pass this law and enforce it, 
notwithstanding the fact that public sentiment is against it. That is 
right, is it? ' 

Mr. Brady. We are going to pass this law, and we are going to 
pass the question up to Senator Dubois and his friends to enforce it, 
if they believe there is crime that exists there. v 

Mr. Tayler. Exactly 

Mr. Brady. Now, then 

Mr. Tayler. Wait a moment. 

Mr. Worthington. I submit he has a right to finish his answer. 
Mr. Tayler, Go on. I would not interrupt him to any extent. 
Mr. Worthington. Then what do you do it for ? 
The Chairman. Proceed. 

Mr. Van Cott. Let us have the witness's answer read, as far as he 
has gone. - 

Mr. Tayler. Let the witness go on. He is not in need of Vny assist- 
ance. 
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Mr. Van Conv You are interrupting him in his answer, and I sim- 
ply want to know where he was when he was interrupted. 

Mr. Tayler. He said that they Were going to pass it up to Senator 
Dubois and his friends to enforce it, if they believed there was any 
violation of the law. That is what you said ? 

Mr. Brady. Yes, sir. I take the position that I am a business man 
in Idaho ; that I have never drawn a salary as a State or Federal 
officer; that I have not been a resident of Idaho one-half as long as 
Senator Dubois has; that in the twenty-five years that he has been 
there he has held office almost twenty years of that time; that he 
has drawn over $75,000 of salary, as an officer while he has been a 
citizen of that State; that he knows just as well as I do, and that 
the Democratic party knows just as well as the Republican party 
does, whether or not those laws are being violated. 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. Is that all your answer? 

Mr. Brady. No, sir. We took the position as Republicans all 
through this campaign that Senator Dulxus would not go and per- 
sonally file any complaint against those old, decrepit men. There 
is something in that, gentlemen, that you people do not seem to 
understand our position in. 

Mr. Tayler. Let us eliminate the old, decrepit men. 

Mr. Brady. Yes, We said that lie personally would not prosecute. 
He said we personally should prosecute. That is what we meant 
when we put it up to him in every instance, that if he personally 
would file the complaint we would prosecute the case. I said then, 
during that campaign, and I say now, that Senator Dubois will not 
do it. 

The Chairman. Is that all, Mr. Tayler? 
Mr. Brady. No, sir, 

Mr. Tayler. I would not interrupt the witness. He seems to be 
suspended between two thoughts, and I want him to finish. Was 
that all your answer? 

Mr. Brady. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. No ; I thought not. 

Mr. Brady. I want to be at this time fully understood as to my 
position in this question. 

Mr. Tayler. I think you will not be misunderstood, Mr. Brady. 
I think you have been very clear and intelligible. 

Mr. Brady. While I will not prosecute any of. those old Mormons, 
I will not lay a straw in the way of Senator Dubois or anybody else 
who wants to prosecute them under the laws that will be strict 
enough to convict any man on the ordinary evidence. We know that 
there are polygamist families in Idaho — a small number of them. 
Aside from tliis question of their polygamous relations, nobody ques- 
tions their honesty or their integrity. These old men have their 
families living around them, and they may go over and see their 
children. They may stay until night. They may put the children 
to bed, and the old couple may sit there before the fireplace and talk. 
Charles Mostyn Owen may sneak up to the house and peep in the 
window to see what those old people are doing. I will not do it. 
Senator Dubois will not do it, I say. and I do not know of any good 
business man in Idaho who will do it. 
Mr. Tayler. Is that all your answer? 

Mr, Brady. The law that I recommended to be passed in the con- 
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ference, before I left IdahOj was such a law that any polygamist 
in Idaho could lie punished if he was guilty. It was the consensus 
of opinion that we should make that law just as strong as it could 
be made, and then that we would still stand on our position and ask 
Senator Dubois, as a good citizen, to personally make that complaint. 
If he does not do it, there is no reason why you should ask me or any 
other good citizen to do it. That is my position on that question. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you understand that there are no polygamists in 
Idaho except those old men who go and sit around the fireside with 
their venerable wives? 

Mr. Brady. I know of no polygamist in Idaho, and I am sure 1 
can not recall the names of any of them, as to which individual it 
is— but I know of no polygamist in Idaho under 55 years of age. 

Mr. Taylkr. You heard the list read here the other day — the list 
of twenty sent to Mr. Borah? 

Mr. Brady. Yes; I heard the list. 

Mr. Tayler. There is no law in Idaho now against polygamous 
or unlawful cohabitation, is there? 

Mr. Brady. I understood from the dispatches this morning that 
they had passed the law, but you mean back of that time? 

Mr. Tayi^er. Oh, yes. If they have passed it since, I am not refer- 
ring to that. So that this law is to be passed for the purpose of 
having Senator Dubois and his friends show what they mean to do 
about it ? 

Mr. Brady. Yes, sir; whether they are in good faith or are not. 
Mr. Tayler. And that is the only reason why you are going to 
have it passed ? 

Mr. Brady. That is the only reason why I wanted it passed. T 
don't know what the legislature wanted; I have nothing to do with 
them. 

Mr. Tayler. And was there also introduced a bill against adul- 
tery? 

Mr. Brady. What is that? 

Mr. Tayler. I say, was there also introduced a bill against adul- 
terv ? 

Mr. Brady. Yes, sir. It was to be— I don't know whether it was 
or not, but that is what I recommended; that it would pass. 
Mr. Tayler. Who was elected speaker of the house? 
Mr. Brady. J. Frank Hunt. 
Mr. Tayler. Is he a Mormon? 
Mr. Brady. He is. 

Mr. Tayler. He is not a polygamist, is he ? 

Mr. Brady. No, sir; he does not believe in polygamy; so he told 
me himself. 
Mr. Tayler. And is against it? 
Mr. Brady. What is that ? 

Mr. Tayler. You say he does not believe in polygamy. Do you 
mean that he does not believe in the divinity of the revelation enjoin- 
ing polygamy? 

Mr. Brady. It is — - — 

Mr. Tayler. Answer that question, please. Do you mean to say 
that you want to be quoted as saying this man, Mr. Hunt, does not 
believe in the divine origin of polygamy and its propriety up to the 
manifesto? 
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Mr. Brady. What I mean to be quoted as saying- 



Mr. Tayler. Just say ves or no; whether you understood that, 

whether you ore undertaking to quote him- 

Mr. Wobthinoton. I submit the witness has said that all he knows 
about it was what that man told him, and all he can do is to tell us 
what he said. 

Mr. Tayler. He has said one thing, that he did not believe in 
polygamy. I want to know what he understood by that — that he did 
not believe in the divine origin of polygamy and its propriety prior 
to the manifesto? 

Mr. Brady. That was my understanding of what Frank Hunt 
meant when he told me that. 

Mr. Tayler. That is to say, he never believed in it ? That he never 
believed it was right? 

Mr. Brady. I can not say that. That we did not discuss — what 
he ever believed. We were discussing what he believed to-day. 

Mr. Tayler. You do not want us to interpret your quotation of 
him as putting him on record against the propriety of polygamy 
prior to the manifesto? 

Mr. Brady. I do not know anything about that. I was not there 
at the time. 

Mr. Tayler. No, I suppose not. But you did not understand him 
to mean that he was always opposed to polygamy, before the mani- 
festo? 

Mr. Brady. I did not ask him that question. I asked him whether 
or not he was personally opposed to polygamy now, and he said, " I 
am. I want to go on record as being such." 

Mr, Tayler. Who was the candidate against him for speaker? 

Mr. Brady. Well, there was no very formidable candidate. Judge 
Richards was a candidate. 

Mr. Tayler. Is he a formidable man? 

Mr. Brady. What is that? 

Mr. Tayler. He is not a formidable man — Judge Richards? 
Mr. Brady. Well, he did not make a hard fight for it. 
Mr. Tayler. He did not? 

Mr. Brady. He is a very strong man, and a good man. 
Mr. Tayler. As good a man as Hunt? 

Mr. Brady. Just asgood a man as Hunt, and Hunt is just as good 
a man as Richards, They are both' good men. 
Mr. Tayler. Where does Mr. Hunt live? 
Mr. Brady. He lives in Bannock County. 
Mr. Tayler. That is your county ? 
Mr. Brady. That is my county. 

The Chairman. 1 wanted to ask whether this rival candidate is a 
Mormon or a Gentile ? 

Mr. Brady. He was a Gentile — a Christian Scientist. That was 
his religion. 

Senator Dubois. Was not Fred Turner a candidate also? 

Mr. Brady, No, sir. He talked about being a candidate before the 
meeting of the legislature, but he came to me personally and told me 
that he wanted to see the southeast get it, and — — 

Senator Dubois, Did you personally advocate the selection of Mr. 
Hunt as speaker? 
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Mr. Brady. I had not finished my answer to the question about Mr. 
Turner. Head that question about Mr. Turner, please. 
The reporter read as follows : 

u Senator Dubois. Was not Fred Turner a candidate also? 

" Mr. Brady. No, sir. He talked about being a candidate before 
the meeting of the legislature, but he came to me personally and tpld 
me that h* wanted to see the southeast get it and " 

Mr. Brady. That he did not believe that they could get it if there 
were two candidates in the field, and for that reason he wanted me to 
say to Mr. Hunt that he was not a candidate and was for him for 
speaker. 

The Chairman. Is there anything further? 

Senator Dubois. Did you advocate the nomination and selection 
of Mr. Hunt as speaker? Did you lobby for him? 

Mr. Brady. I did not particularly advocate the candidacy of Mr. 
Hunt for speaker. 

Senator Dubois. Did Governor Gooding? 

Mr. Brady. He did not until the last two days before the meeting 
of the legislature. 
Senator Dubois. And then you did? 

Mr. Brady. Then, I think, he took not a very active part, but 1 
think he indicated to parties that he would prefer to have Mr. Hunt 
for speaker. 

Senator "Dubois. Judge Richards is rather a leading man, is he 
not, in Boise City ? 

Mr. Brady. Yes, sir; Judge Richards is a leading man and a good 
man. 

Senator Dubois. He is one of the leaders, of the Republican party, 
is he not? 

Mr. Brady, He is one of the leaders of the Republican party, and 
he did very effective work in this campaign. 

Senator Dubois. Was it not understood that he was to be a candi- 
date for speaker, all through the campaign ? 

Mr. Brady. That I do not think was understood. If it was, 
Judge Richards never mentioned it to me. 

Senator Dubois. I was going to ask you that question. Perhaps 
you can answer it more definitely. Did Judge Richards inform vou 
that he would be a candidate for speaker, and ask both you and Gov- 
ernor Gooding if you had any objection to his being a candidate, and 
ask you whether you would interfere against him? 

Mr. Brady. He did not. 

Senator Dubois. And did he not come to you during the last two 
days 4 and remind you of this and ask you why you were interfering — 
you and Governor Gooding — on behalf of Mr. Hunt ? 

Mr. Brady. Judge Richards never mentioned the question of 
speakership, directly or indirectly, to me for at least a month before 
tne meeting of the legislature in Boise, because I had been away, and 
when I came to Boise Re never discussed it with me. 

Senator Dubois. Do you understand, Mr. Brady, that laws against 
unlawful cohabitation have been introduced ? 

Mr. Brady. I do. 

Mr. Worthington. In the Idaho legislature ? 
Senator Dubois. In the Idaho legislature. 
Mr, Brady. I do. 
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Senator Dubois. Do you favor a law against unlawful cohabita- 
tion in Idaho? 
Mr. Brady. I do. 

Senator Dubois. Would you also favor a change of von lie in case? 
affecting the Mormons which come under this law of unlawful 
cohabitation ? 

Mr. Brady. If it was necessary to do so. I would. I consider that 
under our law the governor's authority rully covers that, but if it 
was necessary to have a change of venue I would be in favor of it. 

Senator Dubois. Would you be surprised when you return to Boise 
to find that no law has been introduced against unlawful cohabitation, 
and that the legislature has not passed one? 

Mr. Brady. I should be very much surprised, and I promise you 
that if it is not introduced it will be. # 

Senator Dubois. That will be a very great advantage. You do not 
mean that this legislation would be in response to any .public senti- 
ment? I believe you said there was none; that the Democrats and 
Republicans were all very much opposed to my position, and that this 
will not be in response to any public sentiment at all in the State? 

Mr. Brady. I would like to nave the question repeated. 

The reporter read the question. 

Mr. Brady. If I did say that I conveyed the wrong idea. We mean 
to pass such a law because we think that the people will then have a 
chance to see whether these men who have been clamoring for it will 
themselves endeavor to enforce it. 

Senator Dubois. I understand. Now, Mr. Brady, just between 
ourselves, frankly, while you were inflaming the Mormons against 
my position, were you not assuring the Gentiles, at the same time, 
that the Republicans would pass this legislation which I was de- 
manding? 

Mr. Brady. I was. We look the position that the injection of this 
question into the politics of Idaho in the last campaign was absolutely 



government from 1896 on to 1902, from governor down to constable ; 
that if they believed at that time that those conditions existed they had 
everv chance to pass and enforce these laws; that instead of passing 
the fa ws and enforcing them they waited until they were out of power 
and then passed the resolutions. We said to the people, " Instead of 
passing resolutions we will pass laws." 
Senator Dubois. How many members of the legislature are there? 
Mr. Brady. There are 48, I think, of the lower house, and 21 of 
the upper house. * 

Senator Dubois. Sixty-seven altogether. How many of those are 
Republicans? 

Mr. Brady. Republicans? All but two, I think, in the lower house. 
Senator Dubois. And in the senate? 

Mr. Brady. Yes; you have got a senator from Elmore and, I think, 
Custer, too. 

Senator Dubois. How many Mormons are there in the legislature ? 
Mr. Brady. I would have to figure that up, Senator. I think there 
are 14. 

Mr. Tayler. In both houses? 

Senator Dubois. Fourteen in both houses. 

Mr. Brady. Fourteen in both houses; yes, sir. 



uncalled for; that the Democratic 




had absolute control of the 
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Senator Dubois. There would be 68 Republican members, then, in 
both houses, and out of that there would be 14 Republican Mormons? 
Mr. Brady. Yes. 

The Chairman. How many Mormons are there in the house, Mr. 
Brady? 

Mr. Brady. Eleven, I think, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Have you anything further, Senator? 

Senator Dubois. There are 48 members of the house, and 11 of 
those are Mormons. 

Mr. Brady. That is the way T figure it. I am not real sure. 

Mr, Van Cott. You were chairman of the Republican State com- 
mittee in Idaho in the last campaign ? 

Mr. Brady. I was. 

The Chairman. Who is yoar next, gentlemen? 
Mr. Van Cott. Governor McConnell wishes to make an explana- 
tion. 

The Chairman. Governor McConnell, you have that priv lege. 

Mr. Van Cott. One moment, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Brady, will 
you return just a moment? 

Mr. Brady, you stated to me that there was one error that you 
thought you had made in answering Senator Dubois about " leaders " 
and " ladies." Do you want to make any explanation of that, or 
were you satisfied when you read over your testimony? 

Mr. Brady. No ; I am glad you mentioned that. It is entirely an 
error on the Senator's part as to what I said. 

Mr. Van Cott. You said " leaders." 

Mr. Brady. Yes, sir. I am satisfied that the Senator misunder- 
stood me. 

Mr. Van Cott. And when Senator Dubois asked vou a question he 
asked you to mention the names of any "ladies" who offered to 
exchange their votes. 

Mr. Brady, Yes, sir. I am satisfied he asked me the question, 
because he understood me to say " ladies " before. 

Mr. Van Cott. And you said " leaders? " 

Mr. Brady. u Leaders." 

Senator Dubois. I understood you to say both " lady " and 
"leader." 
Mr. Brady. No. 

Senator Dubois. You made the same reply in regard to leader? 
Mr. Brady. Yes. 

Senator Dubois. You could not recall the name of a lady or a 
leader? 
Mr. Brady. No, sir. 
The Chairman. Who is the next? 

Mr. Van Cott. Governor McConnell, will you resume the stand? 
TESTIMOHY Of WILLIAM J. McCOHH ELL -Continued. 

William J. McConnell, having been 'previously sworn, was exam- 
ined, and testified as follows : 

The Chairman. Will you proceed with such corrections as you de- 
sire to make? 

Mr. McConnell. I notice in this morning's paper— a Washington 
paper— that such dispatches have been sent from here as cause th& 
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Idaho legislature to object to the testimony that I gave, and I wanted 
to express to this committee that I had no desire of impugning the gen- 
eral character of the members of the twelfth session of the Idaho leg- 
islature, nor any legislature since. I tried to convey the idea that 
the Mormon members were church members, while some of the Gen- 
tile members were not church members, and consequently there was a 
greater restraint; perhaps, upon the Mormons than there was upon the 
others. While the great majority of our members of all sessions of the 
legislature are as good men as you will find in any State legislature, 
occasionally some get there who drink and perhaps play cards. But 
they will average as well us any legislative body in the United States. 
That is what I wish to convey to this committee. As I say, the Mor- 
mons are all church members, and consequently they try to conduct 
themselves accordingly, the same as other members of the legislature 
who are church members. We have men who belong to other 
churches there. 

In the session of 1882, to which I referred, I can call to mind sev- 
eral Gentile members who were members of churches — one from Nez 
Perces County, Mr. Buchanan ; and Mr. Foutz, who was the speaker 
of the house, was a church member, I believe. All of these were just 
as good men; but there is occasionally an exception, where men in- 
dulge in drinking — perhaps not to an extent that would be objection- 
able, but they do drink some and play cards some — that is, some of the 
members do. I would not have it inferred, either, that because a 
man takes an occasional drink or plays an occasional game of cards 
he is not qualified to legislate for the people, because some of our 
brightest minds, even in Congress ? have been addicted — in a moderate 
way, of course — to the use or spirituous liquors. 

Mr. Tayler, Of course, you will stand by your proposition that 
even now the average Mormon is a better man and a better legislator 
than the average Gentile in the Idaho legislature? 

Mr. McConnell, The Mormons who are now in the legislature are 
all church members, and from the standpoint of church morals they 
would be considered better men than the men who are not church 
members. 

Mr. Tayler. All right. 

The Acting Chairman (Senator Knox). Is that all you want to 
correct? 
Mr. McConnell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Did you ever know a Mormon to drink liquor, 
Governor? 

Mr. McConnfxl. I do not think I ever saw a Mormon take a drink 
at a bar — at a public bar. 
Mr. Worthington. Mr. Hatfield will take the stand. 

"11STIM0NY OF WILLIAM HATFIELD — Continued. 

William Hatfield, having been previously sworn, was examined, 
and testified as follows : 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Hatfield, when was it you took your en- 
dowments? 
Mr. Hatfield. In the spring of 1870. 
Mr 0 Worthington. How old were you then ? 
Mr. Hatfield. Not quite 21. 
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Mr. Worthington. And you took your endowments in the Endow- 
ment House at Salt Lake City ? 
Mr. Hatfield. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you recollect what took place on that 
occasion, in a general way, or in detail ? 
Mr. Hatfield. Oh, some of it ; yes. 

Mr. Worthington. I wish you would tell us whether or not at 
that time anything like this occurred. You went through with 
others, I think you said ? 

Mr. Hatfield. Yes, sir ; there was a big lot of them that went 
through at the same time. 

Mr. Worthington. Did you or any of those who went through 
with you take an obligation anything like this : That " You, and 
each of you, do promise and vow that you will never cease to impor- 
tune high heaven to avenge the blood of the prophets upon this 
nation? " 

Mr. Hatfield. I do not know what anybody else did ; but I did not. 

Mr. Worthington. You heard what went on ? 

Mr. Hatfield. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Did you ? 

Mr. Hatfield. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Did you at that time take any obligation, or 
enter into any covenant, or vow, or agreement of any kind incon- 
sistent with your duties as a citizen of the Territory or Utah and of 
the United States? 

Mr. Hatfield. No, sir. 

Mr, Worthington. That is all, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. That is all. - 

The Acting Chairman. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Worthington. We will call Mr. Meakin. 

TESTIMONY OF JOHN P. MEAKIN. 

John P. Meakin, having been duly sworn, was examined, and 
testified as follows : 
Mr. Worthington. Your full name is John P. Meakin? 
Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Worthington. M-e-a-k-i-n ? 
Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. What is your age, Mr. Meakin ? 
Mr. Meakin. I am 53. 
Mr. Worthington. Where do you live ? 
Mr. Meakin. I live at Salt Lake City. 
Mr. Worthington. How long have you lived in Utah? 
Mr. Meakin. Thirty-five years the 21st of last August. In 1869 I 
went to Sa It Lake Ci ty . 
Mr. Worthington. You were how old then ? 
Mr. Meakin. I was V? in July of that year. 

Mr. Worthington. Where had you lived before you went to Utah? 

Mr. Meakin. England. 

Mr. Worthington. Were you a Mormon ? 

Mr. Meakin. My parents were Mormons, and I was, of course, as 
their boy. 

Mr. Worthington. You say you were, and you are? 
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Mr. Meakin. I was, as their son — as their boy — and in youth. 
Mr. Worthinoton. When did you cease to be a member k of the 
church ? 

Mr. Meakin. To the best of my recollection, I think it was in the 
winter of 1873 or 1874. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Let us see, you were then about how old ? 

Mr. Meakin. I was then about 23 years of age, or 24. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Why did you leave the Mormon church ? 

Mr. Meakin. I did not believe in polygamy, and I left the Mormon 
Church for that reason. 

Mr. Worth i n gton . And for that reason only ? 

Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. In what way did you break off your relations 
with the church ? 

Mr. Meakin. I wrote a letter to the bishop 

Mr. Worthinoton. Of your ward ? 

Mr. Meakin. Of my ward — Bishop Weiler. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I do not care to go into that letter. You told 
him that you left the church, and why you left it, did you not? 
Mr. Meakin. Yesj sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What is vour business, Mr. Meakin ? 
Mr. Meakin. I am a dramatic reader and lecturer. 
Mr. Worthinoton. And lecturer? 
Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. In that capacity have you had occasion to go 
over the State of Utah ? 
Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir; 
Mr. Worthington. How thoroughly ? 

Mr. Meakin. Well ? with the exception of a few little towns away 
off, I have been, I believe, in every town and settlement in Utah. 

Mr. Worthington. And during what term of years have you been 
all over the State in that way?* 

Mr. Meakin. Well, during the past twenty-five years. 

Mr. Worthington. .Did you have any other business in going 
around through the State, except that of a lecturer? 

Mr. Meakin. During the past three years; yes. 

Mr. Worthington. And in what capacity have you traveled over 
the State in the last three years? 

Mr. Meakin. Two years and eight months, to be definite. I was 
the traveling representative of the Salt Lake Tribune. 

Mr. Worthington. In getting advertisements and subscriptions, 
and that sort of thing? 

Mr. Meakin. Subscriptions, collections, appointing correspondents 
and agents, and looking after the general outside business. 

Mr. Worthington. Then, I take it, from what you say, you must 
be pretty well acquainted with the people all over the State. 

Mr. Meakin. I believe I can say that without egotism. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you, in the course of your journeyings 
around the country, had occasion to talk with the Mormon people 
about the question of polygamy? 

Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Then you are pretty conversant with their 
feelings on that subject? 
Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Worthington. And with their practices in regard to it? 
Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Worthi noton. What would vou say, in the first place, as to 
the practice of polygamy, and the number of polygamous households 
throughout the State, as compared with what it was, let us say, in 
1890, at the time of the manifesto? 

Mr. Meakin. Do you mean as to the prevalence of polygamy? 

Mr. Worthi noton. Yes. 

Mr. Meakin. Well, sir, it is almost a thing of the past. The old 
meh and women who went into the relationship for principle's sake, 
many years ago — I believe some of them still keep up that relation- 
ship. I believe so. But the old men and women are dying off very 
fast, and from figures that I have gotten, I learn that o'f the number 
of polygamists who were living in that relationship when the mani- 
festo was issued, thirteen or fourteen years ago, one-third of them 
have now passed away. 

Mr. Worthington. What is your observation — and by that I 
include what you get from the common reputation of the localities 
where you have been-— as to whether, since that time, there have been 
any new plural marriages? 

Mr. Meakin. Personally, I do not believe that there has been. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You find no rumors or reputation of that kind 
throughout the State? 

Mr. Meakin. I have heard rumors from Mother Grundy. I pay 
no attention to that. 

Mr. Worthington. I speak of reputation as distinguished from 
mere rumors. Do you find that there is any general understanding 
throughout the State? 

Mr. Meakin. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Or any part of the State, that new plural 
marriages are being practiced f 
Mr. Meakin.* No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. What hare you ascertained as to the feeling 
of the Mormon people on the subject of polygamy of late years ? 

Mr. Meakin. Well, I have entered into conversation very much 
with the people, and I find that they are all very pleased that polyg- 
amy is a thing of the past; and they welcome the emancipation from 
the system. I speak not only for the young Mormons, but for the 
middle-agett. It is a matter of general pleasure, or rejoicing, that it 
is being obliterated. 

Mr. Worthington. What would you think, from your knowledge, 
obtained in this way, would be the effect if the president of the 
church should undertake now to promulgate a new revelation, re- 
establishing polygamy in Utah? 

Mr. Meakin. Knowing the men, I think it is rather a question 
that is not supposable j but I do not believe that the people of Utah 
would stand for it a minute. 

Mr. Worthington. I speak of the Mormon people. Is that what 
you mean? 

Mr. Meakin. I am speaking of the Mormon people. 

Mr. Worthington. I did not ask you whether, since you left the 
Mormon Church, you have affiliated with any other religious organ- 
ization. 
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Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir; to some extent. I belong to the Unitarian 
Society, in Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you belong to any of the organizations that 
are called 'secret societies in this country ? 

Mr. Meakin. Nearly all of them. 

Mr. Worthington. You do? 

Mr. Mjbakin. Yes, sir; I am a "joiner." 

Mr. Worthington. Just give the names of two or three of the 
leading ones you belong to ? 

Mr. mbakin. I -belong to the Knights of Pythias, and am the Past 
Grand Chancellor of our State. I Belong to the Benevolent Protec- 
tive Order of Elks, and I served as chaplain for six months. I be- 
long to the Fraternal Order of Eagles, to the Woodmen of the World, 
to the Maccabees, and I still have a standing in the Odd Fellows, but 
not active. 

Mr. Worthington. You are a member of the Odd Fellows? 
Mr. Mbakin. Yes, sir; I am a fraternalist. 

Mr. Worthington. Previous to your leaving the church on ac- 
count of your opposition to the doctrine of polygamy, did you take 
the endowments f 

Mr. Mbakin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. When and where ? 

Mr. Mbakin. I went through the Endowment House — that is our 
phrase in Utah — in the winter of 1869 or 1870; I am not positive as 
to the month or the year. 

Mr. Worthington. How old were you then? 

Mr. Mbakin. I was just turned 18; I was 18 in July, 1869. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you recall the ceremony ? 

Mr. Mbakin. Not definitely. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you recall whether there was any obliga- 
tion, which has been referred to here as the obligation of vengeance 
or retribution? 

Mr. Mbakin. No, sir; I have no recollection of it at all. 

Mr. Worthington. I will ask you whether this, or anything like 
it, took place? Did others go through with you? 

Mr. Mbakin. To the best of my recollection there were others that 
went through with me. 

Mr. Worthington. I will ask you to state whether this took place, 
as to you or any of the others, in your hearing: " That you and each 
of you do promise and vow that you will never cease to importune 
High Heaven to avenge the blood of the prophets upon this nation?" 

Mr. Mbakin. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Or anything about avenging the blood of 
Joseph Smith on anybody ? 
Mr. Meakin. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington, I will ask you whether there was anything 
took place there that imported on your part any obligation in oppo- 
sition to your duty as a citizen either to the Territory of Utah or to 
the United States? 

Mr. Meakin. No, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. How clear are you as to that, Mr. Meakin? 
Mr. Meakin. I am very clear. 

Mr. Worthington. In your travels about the State have you ob- 
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served anything as to the political conduct of the voters, Mormon and 
non-Mormon ? 
Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir; some little. 

Mr. Wortiiington. You have not been a candidate for any office, 
I believe? 

Mr. Meakin. No, sir; but I have been in nearly every campaign. 
Mr. Wortiiington. You have been in campaigns in what way ? 
Mr. Meakin.. In the capacity of speaker and reader. 
Mr. Worth ington. On which siue? 
Mr. Meakin. Republican. 

Mr. Wortiiington. And what have you observed as to whether the 
Mormon voters do or do not adhere to their party lines as steadily as 
the non-Mormons? , 

Mr. Meakin. I find them very emphatic upon that question. I 
have resented many times the imputation that the Mormon people 
have been set apart, some to be Republicans and some Democrats. I 
do not believe it, and I have not found them so. 

Mr. Worthinoton. How do they compare in this regard with the 
non-Mormons, as to standing by their party ? 

Mr. Meakin. They are just about the same. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What indications, if any, have you observed 
^that in their voting they are governed by instructions from high 
authorities in the. church ? 
Mr. Meakin. Will you repeat that? 
The reporter read the question as follows: 

" Mr. Worthinoton, What indications, if any, have you observed 
that in their voting they are governed by instructions from high 
authorities in the church ? " 

Mr. Meakin. Well, of late years I have not seen any. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I mean since the division on party lines. 

Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You mean since that time? 
Mr. Meakin. Since that time. 

Mr. Worthinoton. And from your acquaintance with them how 
would you say they would take any attempt on the part of the high 
authorities of the church to direct them how to vote, and require 
them to obey the direction ? 

Mr. Meakin. Well, the impression they made upon me is that 
they would resent it. During the last campaign the question was 
broached, and I know scores of men who resent the imputation. 
They stand upon their own feet and use their own heads in this par- 
ticular, and they become to some extent angry when the question 
is broached to them. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Angry at the idea of being 

Mr. Meakin. Angry at the idea. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You speak of "men." Do you mean Mor- 
mons? 
Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Worthinoton. That is all. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Do you mean to say they declare that it is no longer 
true that the church undertakes to control their acts? 
Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. They resent it vigorously, do they? 
Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Tayleb. They do not deny that it has been true in the past, 
do they ! 

Mr. Meakin. In the past years, before the manifesto? 
Mr. Tayleb. Yes. 
Mr. Meakin. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. How recently? How quickly? Did they quit right 
off? 

Mr. Meakin. Yes; I believe they did. 

Mr. Tayleb. The qhurch had control over them in their political 
votes, did it not, at one time ? 

Mr. Meakin. Yes, sir; like the Pilgrim fathers in early times. 

Mr. Tayleb. You say you have not heard of any new marriage 
occurring since the manifesto? 

Mr. Meakin. No, sir; I have not 

Mr. Tayleb. None at all? 

Mr. Meakin. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you ever hear of Apostle Cannon 

Mr. Wobthington. When you say new marriage, you mean new 
plural marriage? 
Mr. Tayleb. Yes. 

Mr. Meakin. I read the story in the papers. 

Mr. Tayleb. How do you hear of things if you do not see it in 
the papers, or in some way of that sort ? 

Mr. Meakin. That is what I heard* I never heard it out there 
amongst the. people who were talking, to me on the matter, that had 
any authentic information about it 

Mr. Tayleb. Precisely. You never heard anv talk then about 
Abram Cannon having married Lillian Hamlin since the manifesto? 

Mr. Meakin. No, sir. Since, I have read it in the papers. 

Mr. Tayleb. So that if it did occur it was not talked about? 

Mr. Meakin. Not with me. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you ever hear about the president of the Brig- 
ham Young University taking a plural wife three or four years ago? 
Mr. Meakin. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayleb. That was not talked of? 
Mr. Meakin. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you ever hear of Apostle Taylor having taken 
two plural wives within the last two or three years? 

Mr. Meakin. I have heard that casually said ; yes. 
, Mr. Tayleb. Casually said? 

Mr. Meakin. Yes. 

Mr. Tayleb. Have jduheard of Apostle Cowley being reputed to 
have taken a plural wife since the manifesto ? 
Mr. Meakin. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayleb. You never heard of that? 
Mr. Meakin. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayleb. That is all. 
Mr. Wobthington. That is all. 
The Acting Chaibman. Call another witness, please* 
Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Burton. 

Mr. Tayleb. Just one other question, Mr. Meakin. Was there any- 
thing like this in this endowment ceremony : That you were to pray 
the Almighty to avenge the blood of the prophets and martyrs upon 
this generation? 

S. Poc. 486, 59-1, vol 2 51 
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Mr, Meakin. No, sir, 

Mr. Taylbb. Nothing like that in itt 

Mr, Meakin. No, sir. 

Mr. Taylbb. Anywhere! 

Mr. Meakin. No, sir. 

Mr. Taylbb. In any phrase or form! 

Mr. Meakin. No, sir. 

Mr. Taylbb. All right 

TESTIMONY OP ROBERT T. BTJRTOH, JB. 

Robert T. Burton, jr., being duly sworn, was examined and testi- 
fied as follows : 
Mr. Van Cott. What is your name, Mr. Burton! 
Mr. Burton. Robert T. Burton, jr. 
Mr. Van Cott. What is your age? 
Mr. Burton. Fifty-one. 
Mr. Van Cott. Wnere do you reside? 
Mr. Burton. In Salt Lake City, Utah. 
Mr. Van Cott. How long have you resided there I 
Mr. Burton. Over fifty -one years. 
Mr. Van Cott. Were you born there? 
Mr. Burton. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Your father also lives there! 
Mr. Burton. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. And is still alive? 
Mr. Burton. Yes, sir. 

Mt.JVan Cott. Is your father a member of the Mormon Church? 
Mr. Burton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Aid he has been for many years? 
Mr. Burton. Since I can't remember. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you ever been a member of the Mormon 
Church? 
Mr. Burton. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. You have been engaged in business in Salt Lake 
City? 

Mr. Burton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know Angus M. Cannon, jr. ? 
Mr. Burton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van, Cott. How long have you known him? 
Mr. Burton. I have known him for a number of years. I could 
not say j ust the number — a long time. 
Mr. Van Cott. Do you know E. B. Critchlow? 
Mr. Burton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you known him? 
Mr. Burton. Fifteen or twenty years. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling your attention to last year, did you have 
any conversation with Mr. Critchlow regarding the testimony that 
Angus M. Cannon, jr., had given here? 

Mr. Burton. I had a conversation with Mr. Critchlow on his 
return from Washington last spring. 

Mr. Taylbb. I do not think, Mr. Chairman, it is quite just to Mr. 
Critchlow to make a deliberate attack upon him. I would like to hear 
from the gentleman a justification of it 
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Mr. Worthington. The justification of it is this: This case comes 
before the Senate and before this committee now solely upon the pro- 
test, as it has been called here, signed by 19 people. Mr. Critchlow 
has been here and has admitted that he himself prepared that protest 
and sent around and got the members whose names are appended to 
it to sign it 

Mr. Tayler. The record shows what he says about it 
Mr. Worthington. It shows that, Mr. Tayler. 
Mr. Tayler. No ; it does not show that 

Mr. Worthinoton. If there is any question about that, we will 
have to turn to the record. That is what it shows. I have also heard 
that in every case where there is a prosecution— and this is in the 
nature of a prosecution — it is perfectly competent to show the animus 
of those who are behind it 

Mr. Tayler, What is the difference? Suppose he is a confessed 
perjurer; what difference does that make in regard to the vital facts 
in this case? 

Mr. Worthinoton. What difference does it make when a man 
brings a prosecution against a person for some alleged offense in a 
criminal court that he has a malicious object in bringing the prosecu- 
tion? It does not make any difference if the crime is shown to have 
been committed, but it is perfectly competent, in showing the motives 
of the person who instigated the prosecution, to show that there is no 
offense. 

Mr. Tayler. I suppose, if that is your purpose, it needs no reply 
from me as to Mr. Critchlow. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Not only that, but Mr. Critchlow, during the 
time of the main taking of the testimony on behalf of the protestant, 
sat where Mr. Owen is sitting now, and was practically an assistant 
prosecutor here up to the time they closed their case. 

Mr. Tayler. Suppose he was? 

Mr. Worthington. Now, it appears that the same Mr. Critchlow, 
who was behind the entire- movement, sent here a man whom he knew 
was coming here to tell a falsehood, and sent him here to tell a 
falsehood. 

Mr. Tayler. .Suppose he did; what has that to do with it? 

The Chairman. May I ask, Mr. Worthington, what you propose 
to show by this witness? 

Mr. Van Cott. We propose to show by Mr. Burton that after 
Angus M. Cannon, jr., had testified here,' Mr. Critchlow met Mr. 
Burton and told him that he knew that when Angus M. Cannon, jr., 
was sent down here to testify— and he was among those who pro- 
cured him to come — that he knew he could not be believed under 
oath. 

The Chairman. That this witness stated— — " 

Mr. Van Cott. No; Mr. Critchlow told this witness that Angus 
M. Cannon, jr„ could not be believed under oath. 

Mr. Worthinoton. WTien he sent him down here. 

Mr, Tayler. What has that to do with this case? 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Critchlow ? let me also remind those who 
were not present at the former hearing, was a witness in this case. 
It might be that, pursuing the strict principles of law, so far as that 
is concerned, we ought to have Mr. Critchlow here and ask him if 
he had not made this statement, and then contradict him. 
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The Chairman. Lay the foundation. 

Mr. Worthinoton. But if there is any rule of evidence that has 
not been more or less mangled during our hearing I am not ac- 
quainted with it, because we have proceeded on the theory that this 
is an investigation, and that everything may be heard. 

The Chairman. Let the witness state it. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you ever have any conversation with Mr. 
Critchlow in Salt Lake, after Angus M. Cannon, jr., had testified 
here? 

Mr. Burton. Yes. sir. 

Mr, Van Cott. What did he say to you? : 

The Chairman. After Cannon had testified here? 

Mr. Van Cott, Yes. sir. What did Mr. Critchlow say to you f 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Critchlow asked me what I knew about Angus 

M. Cannon. I said. " Mr. Critchlow, you know Angus M. Cannon 

just as well as I do. 
The Chairman. You know what? 

Mr. Burton. " You know Angus M. Cannon, jr., just as well as I 
do.!? He said, " Well, Mr. Burton, what do you know about him? " 
I said, " Mr. Critchlow, you know just as much about him as I do, 
and have known him just as long as I have." He said, " Mr. Burton, 
I wouldn't believe him on oath. 

Mr. Van Cott. Angus M. Cannon, jr., has lived in Salt Lake a 
good many years? 

Mr. Burton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And so has Mr. Critchlow I 

Mr. Burton. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

Mr. Taylrr. Do you mean it would be impossible, therefore, for 
Angus M. Cannon ever to be a witness to anything? 
Mr. Burton. The statement that 

Mr. Taylrr. Do you mean Angus M. Cannon can not tell the 
truth? 

Mr. Burton. I mean that I would not believe it. 
Mr. Tatler. You mean you would not believe him at all ? 
Mr. Burton. No, sir. 
. Mr* Taylrr. No matter whether he had an interest in it or not, 
you would not believe him ? 
Mr. Burton. No. 

Mr. Tatler. He is an outlaw, absolutely beyond consideration by 
aavbodv as fit to live in the community. Is that right ? 

Mr. Burton. I would not believe his statement. 

Mr, Tatler. But do you mean to say he could not tell the truth? 

Mr. Burton. He might tell the truth. I would not know whether 
he was telling the truth or whether he was not telling it. 

Mr, Tatler. Are you a polygamist? 

Mr. Burton. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Is your father? 

Mr. Burton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all, Mr. Burton. 

The Chairman. Who next, gentlemen t 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Cole. 
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TX8TZM0VT OF SAMUEL H. COM. 

Samuel N. Cole being duly sworn, was examined, and testified as 
follows : 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your name! 

Mr. Cole. Samuel N. Cole. " 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your age, Mr. Cole? 

Mr. Cole. I am 41. 

Mr. Van Coot. Where do you live ? 

Mr. Cole. I live in Corinne, Utah, Boxelder County. 

Mr. Van Cott, That is northwest of Ogden, is it? 

Mr. Cole. It is very near directly north of Ogden. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were you born there ? „ 

Mr. Cole. No: I was born in northern Illinois; in Lake County, 
HI. 

Mr. Van Cott. And did you grow up to manhood there? 
Mr. Cole. In Illinois; yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. When aid you first go to Utah? 
Mr. Cole. Well, I moved to Utah— it will be four years the 12th of 
next March since I left Illinois. 
Mr. Van Cott. Were you ever a member of the Mormon Church ? 
Mr. Cole. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you belong to any church ? 
Mr. Cole. I have always attended the Methodist Church, I do not 
belong myself. 
Mr. Van Cott. What are you in politics? 
Mr. Cole. I am a Republican. 

Mr. Van Cott. When you went to Utah you made your home at 
Corinne* Boxelder County, Utah, did you ? 
Mr. Cole. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And you engaged in business there? 
Mr. Cole. I did, a year ago last May; yes. 
Mr. Van Cott. Briefly, what business are you engaged in? 
Mr. Cole. I am running a little bank at Corinne. 
Mr. Van Cott. Is Boxelder a Mormon county; that is, are the 
majority of the people Mormons or Gentiles? 
Mr Cole. They are mostly Mormons. 
Mr. Van Cott. Are there other banks in Boxelder County? 
Mr. Cole. Yes; there are two. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are they owned by Mormons or Gentiles? 
Mr, Cole. They are owned by Mormons. 
Mr. Van Cott. Do you know of the Utah Sugar Company! 
Mr. Cole. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Who is the president of that company? 

Mr. Cole. Joseph, Smith. 

Mr. Van Cott. Joseph F. Smith ? 

Mr. Cole. Joseph F. Smith is the president of the company. 
Mr. Van Cott. Does that company bank with you ? 
Mr. Cole. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you hold any office in Boxelder County! 

Mr. Cole. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott.. What office? • 

Mr. Cole. I am treasurer of the county. 

Mr. Van Cott. When were you elected! 
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Mr. Cole. The 8th of November. 
The Chairman* Last year! 
Mr. Cole. Last November. 

Mr. Van Cott. And of course by the Republican party! 
Mr. Cole. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. In the convention that was held, who was your 
opponent, a Gentile or a Mormon? 

Mr. Cole. In the convention there was a Mormon. One man was 
presented against me. He was a Mormon.- 

Mr. Van Cott. And in the election, who was your opponent on the 
Democratic ticket, a Mormon or a Gentile ? 

Mr. Cole. He was a Gentile. He was a kind of missionary — on 
the Democratic ticket. 

Mr. Van Cott. I beg pardon, but you said a Gentile, a returned 
missionary. Do you mean that? 

Mr. Cole. No ; I say the Mormon is a returned missionary. There 
are no Gentiles returned missionaries. 

Mr. Van Cott. During tjie campaign did you travel around Box- 
elder County? 

Mr. Cole. No, sir; I did not I was only at two meetings, I 
believe. In fact, I know I was only at two meetings. One was at 
Corinne and one was at Bear River City. That is a little village 
about 5 miles north of Corinne. 

Mr. Van Cott. You took some interest in the election, did you? 

Mr. Cole. Well, not very much. Of course I took some interest, 
because I was a candidate, but very little. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were there Mormons on the Republican ticket? 

Mr. Cole. On the Republican ticket? The county ticket certainly 
was made up of Mormons ; or mostly. 

Mr. Van Cott. How did you hold up in your vote with the Repub- 
lican Mormons on the same ticket? 

Mr. Cole. I ran right along with them, as near as I could make 
out, with the exception of this Petersen on the Democratic ticket, 
against me. He was a Brigham City man. That is the greatest 
vote that is cast, at Brigham City. In his ward, the ward he lives 
in, I understand he ran a little ahead, but outside of that I ran with 
the ticket, right through the county. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you run a little ahead of your own ticket in 
Corinne precinct, where vou live? 

Mr. Cole. Yes; a little. 

Mr. Van Cott. While you have lived in Boxelder County, have 
you seen any interference on behalf of the Mormon Church with the 
politics of the people or of the voters of either party? 

Mr. Cole. No; I have not 

Mr. Van Cott. How have you found the Republican Mormons 
and the Democratic Mormons in regard to being independent in 
politics? 

Mr. Cole. You mean whether they stay by the ticket? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes. 

Mr. Cole. I believe they will, certainly. There is no question 
about that They stay by the ticket in our county as well as any 
people I know. , • 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention to the time that you have been in 
Utah, what is your opinion as to the manner in which the Gentiles 
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have been treated in the Mormon county you refer to, namely, Box- 
elder County, in regard to offices and officers? 

Mr. Cole. Well, they have been treated real well. The fact of 
the, matter is, I can't notice where they make and distinction. Of 
course, there are generally some Mormons on the ticket. In fact, 
there are always some Mormons on the ticket, but there is a big 
majority of Mormons in the county. There are always some Gen- 
tiles on the ticket ever since I have been there. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are the principal affairs of the county adminis- 
tered by what are called county commissioners? 

Mr. Cole. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is one of them a Gentile? 

Jlr. Cole. We have one a Gentile, one a Mormon, and one that 
seems jfco be neither one, I believe. 

Mr. Van Cott. The Gentile that is known as a Gentile — does he 
belong to any church ? 

Mr. Cole. Yes; I think he is a Baptist. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether this is his first term ? 

Mr. Cole. No ; this was his second term. He was elected last fall 
to his second term. 

Mr. Van Cott. How did he so along with his comrades on the 
Republican ticket? Bid he hold up with them? 

Mr. Cole. He held right up with the ticket everywhere as near 
as I can make out. I inquired into it a little just to see how it was 
running. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention to some of the settlements in 
Boxelder County, are some of them new settlements? 

Mr. COLE* Well, comparatively new; yes. The Bear River Val- 
ley was watered ten years ago, you know, and for the last-— well, 
four or five or six years or such a matter they have been coining in 
there from all parts of the country. 

Mr. Van Cott. Principally Gentiles or principally Mormons? 

Mr. Cole. I don't know what per cent would be Mormons or Gen- 
tiles. I am sure they are quite a few Gentiles in there. I know in 
one section there are quite a few Gentiles. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention to one of your new settlements 
there and to the schoolhouse, is the schoolhouse used for any other 
purpose than school purposes ? 

Mr. Cole. They have been; yes. They have been used for— well, 
one school in particular has been used by the Baptists and Methodists 
and the Mormons, too, I believe, as a meetinghouse — church. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is it a new place? 

Mr. Cole. Yes; it is just built up in the last four years, or such 
a matter. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is there any other public building there except 
this one? * < 4 

Mr. Cole. No ; there are no churches at all right in that neighbor- 
hood. 

Mr. Van Cott. So that this building is used, as you have said, by 
all these people? 
Mr. Cole. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And the public school t 

Mr. Cole. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that stopped now ? 
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Mr. Cole. I don't think it is stopped yet. I believe they are hold- 
ing services yet in some of them, but in some cases they have churches 
and meetinghouses that the Mormons call their part of it — in some 
sections — but there are some that are used still, I believe, for, all 
parties. 

P Mr. Van Copt. I will ask you whether they are all engaged in 
endeavoring to build their separate churches — church buildings I 
mean. 

Mr. Cole. Well, I believe they are, as near as I know. They are 
trying to get churches in every part of the country there. 

Mr. Van Cott. I refer particularly to church buildings. 

Mr. Cole. Yes; they are trying to build churches in two or three 
different places up through the valley now. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Cole, you do not live in Brigham City, do you ? 

The Chairman. I do not know that I understood his answer or 
that you djd. I understood him to say they use these schoolhouses 
for church meetings. Do they ? 

Mr. Cole. They have used them for that, and I believe they do yet 
where they have no churches. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is, the different churches use them? 

Mr. Cole. Yes; the Baptists use the schoolhouse there now, I 
know, or they have right along. 

, Mr. Van Cott. You do not live in Brigham City, do you! 
Mr. Cole. No, sir; I live in Corinne. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is Brigham City the principal city of Boxelder 
County? 

Mr. Cole. Yes, 
! Mr. Van Cott. The county seat! 

Mr. Cole. It is the county seat. 
;•' ifx. Van Cott. How far is Corinne from Brigham City 
• Mr. Cole. It is about C miles. 
; Mr. Van Cott. You can drive over to it readily? 

Mr. Cole. Yes, 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you heard anything about what has been men- 
tioned in this testimony at different times and at considerable length 
regarding the opera house matter in Brigham City ? Have you heard 

Mr. Cole. I have heard of it ; yes. I do not know anything partic- 
ular about it, only what I have heard on the street and around gener- 
ally. I have heard a little talk of it. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was that a contest in any sense between Mormons 
and Gentiles? 

Mr. Cole. No; it was hot I do not think there was a Gentile con- 
nected with either side. 
~^Mr. Van Cott. It was entirely between Mormons? 
Mr. Cole. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know what the objection was to some of 
those people who built this dance pavilion or dance house ? 

Mr. Cole. Objections to the building of it? 

Mr. Van Cott. Well, yes ; why was it objected to? 

Mr. Cole. In the first place, it was a very cheap affair and built 
right up to the sidewalk and anybody that had money to pay for a 
dance could go in and dance. 

Mr. Van Oott. Was it open-— exposed to the public! 
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Mr. Colb. Yes; it was. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you understand that that was or was not the 
objection to it? 

Mr. Colb. I understood that was the objection to it in the first place. 

Mr. Van Cott. In going over Boxelder County, and from what you 
know there since you have been in office, I will ask you whether in 
your opinion the sentiment is for polygamy or against it? 

Mr. Colb. Oh, it is against it, decidedly. Everywhere that I have 
ever been, or anything I have ever heard spoken of, it is certainly 
against polygamy. 

Mr. Van Cott. How is it with the younger element — the younger 
generation? 

Mr. Colb. Well, they in particular are against polygamy. 

Mr. Van Cott. How is it with Mormons who are more advanced in 
years since the manifesto ? 

Mr. Colb. I have not heard that matter discussed very much. I do 
not know that there are any persons there— I never heard a person 
express himself in favor of polygamy since I have been in Utah. 

Mr. Van Cott. You may take the witness, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. So you have been hearing about this opera house and 
dancing hall business at Brigham City, haVe you ? 

Mr. Cole. I heard very little about it. J ust street talk is all I know 
about it. 

Mr. Tayler. You know just what kind of controversy it was, you 
told us? 
Mr. Cole. That I know it? 
Mr. Tayler. What? 

Mr. Colb. I say I have heard very little about it. 

Mr. Tayler. But you told us you know it was between Mormons 
in the first place. 
. Mr. Cole. Yes ; I know that. 

Mr. Tayler. Not between Mormons and Gentiles, and that it was 
because it was being built on the street 

Mr. Cole. Not on the street. 

Mr. Tayler. What? 

Mr. Cole.. I say it was built up to the sidewalk. 

Mr. Tayler. I meant up to the sidewalk. Do you know that an 
application was made to the mayor and the council of Brigham City 
for a permit to build this dance hall or opera house? 

Mr. Cole. No; I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. Tayler. You assume there must have been something of that 
sort, do you not? 

Mr. Cole. I presume that there must have been; yes. 

Mr. Tayler. And that the application was granted, do you not? 

Mr. Cole. I did not know anything about that. 

Mr. Tayler. You assume that must have been done also, because 
they did build, did they-not? 

Mr. Cole. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you not know that on the 1st of May, 1903, the 
high council of the Mormon Church of the Boxelder Stake of Zion 
rendered the following decision? You know the high council is a 
part of the church, is it not? You know what a high council is, do 
you not? 

Mr, Colb. No, sir. I do not know much about the organization. 
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Mr. Tatler. The high council is not one of your elective, civil, 
political bodies, is it! \ 
Mr. Cole. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. It belongs to the church somewhere, does it not! 
Mr. Cole. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Did you ever hear that it rendered this decision : 
w Inasmuch as Brother 0. O. Anderson appeared on behalf of him- 
self and Brother Chris Christensen in regard to the dancing pavilion 
which they are erecting and presented certain propositions before 
the council,"— — 

This is the high council, not the city council, you understand, do 
you? 

Mr. Cole. Yes, sir; I understand. 

Mr. Tatler (redding) : 
"the council after due consideration decided that they could not 
rescind its former decision given on this Question; it was also the 
advice and council of the meeting that these brothers cease their work 
on said pavilion and that they do not use it for dancing purposes, 
but that said pavilion be removed and the material in its construction 
be disposed of." 

Did you ever hear of that! 

Mr. Cole. No, sir ; I never heard of that 

Mr. Tatler. You never heard of that before! 

Mr. Cole* Yes, sir ; I heard something about it, 

Mr. Tatler. You heard something about it? 

Mr. Cole. Yes. I never read that. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you know that one of the wards of the church 
there in Brigham City owns the Brigham City Opera House? Is 
that right? 

Mr. Cole. I understood it belonged to the church organization, but 
I did not know about any particular ward. 

Mr. Tatler. To the church organization. And do you not know 
that the people who were erecting this new building undertook to set- 
tle this matter with the high council by paying something to them in 
order to satisfy them for the competition that would come about be- 
tween the new hall and the opera house that belonged to the church? 
Do you not know that? 

Mr. Cole. No, sir; I did not know it 

Mr. Tatler. And do you not know that there was such an adjust- 
ment made? 

Mr. Cole. I heard about six months or a year ago something like 
that, that there was some kind of an agreement come to, but that is 
all I know about it 

Mr. Tatler. Exactly. Do you remember reading in the Boxelder 
News a letter by President Kelly ? You know President Kelly, do 
you not? 

Mr. Cole. I have met him. 

Mr. Tatler. He is president of the stake, is he not! 

Mr. Cole. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Boxelder stake? 

Mr. Cole. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. The highest official in the county, is he not — the high- 
est church official ? * - 
Mr. Cole, I believe they consider him' so; yes. 
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Mr* Tatler. He is the president, the highest official in the county. 
In which he stated that " they (that is, these people who were building 
this new hall) ought to have abided by the counsel that was given 
them and avoided the controversy which has arisen out of their dis- 
obedience to counsel." Do you remember seeing that or hearing of itt 

Mr. Cole. No ; I do not remember hearing it 

Mr. Tatler. You do not remember that there was any church ques- 
tion in this, do you ? 

Mr. Coijb. As I said before, I understood that it was between the 
Mormons themselves. 

Mr. Tatler. Between the Mormons themselves! * 

Mr. Cole. It was the church on both sides, according to that 

Mr. Tatler. Yes,* it was between the high council of the stake, or 
the high council there, and some other Mormons who were building 
a private building that would come into competition with the church? 
building. Is not that right, and they were ordered to tear it down, 
were they not? 

Mr. Cole. That is, according to that statement. 

Mr. Tatler. Is not that the way you understand it! 

Mr. Cole. Yes; I believe that is all right. 

Mr. Tatler. I want to ask another question or two. Do you know 
Oleen N. Stohl? 

Mr. Cole. I am a little acquainted with .some of the Stohl s, but I 
am not sure about the name. 

Mr. Tatler. Is he not one of the councilors to the president of the 
stake? 

Mr, Cole. There is one of them, yes, that I understood was. 

Mr. Tatler. Yes ; councilor to tne president of the stake— who, as 
recently as last February, in respect to this particular controversy, 
said: * 

" The authorities of this stake must dictate and control, and mem- 
bers of the church must take a stand one way or the other. If yon 
bishops have any officers who will not carrv out 4 counsel ' we want you 
to drop them, and even members of the high council will be dropped. 
The church has authority in this matter. This is no longer an opera- 
house fight, but a church fight. The new dancing hall (the academy 
of music and dancing) has been built in direct opposition to this 
authority." 

Do you remember leading about that? 

Mr. Cole. I never read it- 
Mr. Tatler. You heard about it, did you not? 

Mr. Cole. Yes ; I presume I heard about it, but I did not take any 
notice of it. 

Mr. Tatler. And then did not President Kelly say that he heartily 
indorsed those remarks, and said " amen " to them ? Is your office 
in Brigham City ? 

Mr. Cole. It is. 

Mr. Tatler. As treasurer of the county? 
Mr. Cole. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you not know this, that over 25 good citizens, who 
refused to sustain President Kelly in this controversy between the 
Mormon opera house and the private hall that was built, who refused 
to sustain President Kelly in his interference in this matter, were 
dropped from their official positions in the church ? 
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Mr. Cols. I did not know it 

Mr. Tayleb. Had you never heard of it! 

Mr. Cole. No, sir; I had not. 

Mr. Tayleb. Had you heard that at a meeting held last January— 
a year ago this J anuary — in the priesthood meeting in the first ward of 
Brigham City, every person wno applied for a recommend to get 
married in the Mormon temple at Logan was required to stand up 
before the entire congregation and there promise to obey the priest- 
hood in all matters, "spiritual and temporal," and that Frank 
Christensen refused to make that promise and was not permitted to 
marry in the temple ? Did you hear that! 

Mr. Cole. No. sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Was not that a matter of public discussion? 
Mr. Cole. No, sir; it was not. I never heard a word of any such 
stuff as that 

Mr. Tayleb. Now, how did you understand the church authorities 
and these other people building the private hall settled that differ- 
ence? How did vou understand they finally settled it? 

Mr. Cole. Well, I did not have any understanding of it. I under- 
stand they came to some kind of a settlement I believe all I heard 
about it was some little article in the paper that, it had been settled 
in some way, but I could not say liow, and I never knew anything 
about it further. 

Mr. Tayleb. Do you not know there was a quarrel about it, and 
that President Kelly announced that he had been sustained by the 
greatest tribunal on earth? 
Mr. Cols. Ncu sir; I did not know that 
Mr. Tayleb. Do you remember that? 
Mr. Cole. I did not hear of it 
, Mr. Tayleb. And that then this was published: 

" Office of the Presidency of the 

a Boxeldeb Stake of Ziok, 

« July W, 1901 

u We, the undersigned, mutually agree that the dancing in the Box- 
elder Academy of Music and Dancing be conducted under the direc- 
tion of the stake amusement committee, appointed bv the presidency 
of the stake, and that the presidency of the stake will encourage the 
patronage of the people to that institution under proper rules and 
regulations. 

"And the directors of the Boxelder Academy of Music and Danc- 
ing agree that 25 per cent of the net earnings be turned into the stake 
treasury to be disbursed as they see fit for the benefit of the church in 
the Boxelder Stake of Zion." 

Is not that talk in everybody's mouth that that settlement was 
made? 

Mr. Cole. Not where I have been 5 no, sir; it was not 
Mr. Tayleb. What is that? 

Mr. Cole. Not where I have been. I never heard the agreement at 
all before. 

Mr. Tayleb. " And that E. C. Wheatley and J. A. Edwards"— I 
am continuing this finding — * are hereby added to the stake amuse- 
ment committee by appointment by the presidency of the stake. And 
the stake presidency will advise that the dance hall in the opera house 
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be not used in competition with the dancing academy, and that both 
of the aforesaid halls will be used under the direction of the stake 
amusement committee." 

Signed by Charles Kdly^Lucious A. Snow, Oleen N. Stohl, stake 
presidency, and by E. 0. Wheatley and five others, directors of the 
Boxelder Academy of Music and Dancing. 

Now. does not all that I have adverted to agree with the talk — the 
understanding you have as to the settlement of that Boxelder Danc- 
ing Academy episode? 

Mr. Colb. No, sir; as I said before, I never heard what the settle- 
ment was. I just understood there was a settlement of some kind. 

Mr. Tatleb. Speak up, Mr. Cole. 

Mr. Cole. I just understood there was a settlement That is the 
first I heard it read. 

Mr. Tatleb. You say the schoolhouses there, or a schoolhouse, is 
used by several different church organizations? 

Mr. Cole. They have been, and some of them are now, 

Mr. Tatleb. At what time? 

Mr. Cole. Ever since I have been there. 

Mr. Tatleb. At what time in the day or week? . 

Mr. Cole. Sunday. 

Mr. Tatleb. Do the Methodists hold services there right after 
school lets out? 
Mr. Cole. I never heard of them. 
Mr. Tatleb. Do the Baptists? 
Mr. Cole. I do not think they do. 
Mr. Tatleb. Do the Mormons? 
Mr. Cole. I do not know whether they do or not 
Mr. Tatleb. You do not know whether they do either! 
Mr. Cole. No«sir; Idonot 
Mr. Tatleb. That is all. 
Mr. Van Coot. That is all. 
The Chaibman. Who is your next witness? 
Mr. Wobthington. Judge Miner. 

TESTIMONY OP JAMES A. MUSTEK. 

Jambs A. Minbb, being duly sworn, was examined, and testified as 
follows: 

Mr. Wobthington. Your name is James A. Miner, Judge? 
Mr. Mines* Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. Might I ask your age? 
Mr. Mineb. Sixty and upwards. 
Mr. Wobthington. Where do you reside? 
Mr. Minbb. In Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Wobthington. How long have you lived in Utah? 
Mr. Minbb. Since July, 1890. 

Mr. Wobthington. In what capacity did you go to Utah in 1890? 
Mr. Mines. As an associate justice of the supreme court of the 
Territory. 

Mr. Wobthington. Under appointment by the President, of 
course? 

Mr. Minbb. President Harrison. 

Mr. Wobthington. Where had you lived before that, Judge! 
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Mr. Minis. At Marshall, Men. 

^Mr. Worthinoton. How long did you serve as associate Justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory? 
Mr. Miner. Four years. 

Mr. Worthinoton. That would take you until 18941 
Mr. Miner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. After that what did you' do? 

Mr. Miner. For one year I continued the practice of the law at 
Salt Lake City. During that first term I resided at Ogden. For 
one year I practiced, ana at the close of that year I was elected jus- 
tice of the supreme court of the new State. 

Mr. Worthinoton. That is, the organization of the court when the 
State was admitted ? 

Mr. Miner. Yes; I held that position for seven years, 

Mr. Worthinoton. You held it how long? 

Mr. Miner. Seven years. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Until 1903? 

Mr. Miner. Yes, sir. 
- Mr. Worthinoton. Have you held any position since then? 

Mr. Miner. No. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I need not ask you, I suppose, but the record 
had better show it You are not a Mormon ? 
Mr. Miner. I am not. 
Mr. Worthinoton. You never have been? . 
Mr. Miner. I never have been. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Are you connected with any religious society 
or organization? 

Mr. Miner. I believe I am a member— an imperfect member— of 
the Episcopal Church. 

Mr. Worthinoton. During your term of four years there—from 
July, 1890, was it? 

Mr. Miner. July; yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. For four years did you have anything to do 
with the prosecution of persons who were charged with polygamous 
cohabitation? 

Mr. Miner. Well, a great many of those cases were tried before 
me, as associate justice. I was assigned to the first district. 

Mr. Worthington. I was going to ask. Your headquarters were 
at Ogden? 

Mr. Miner. During that four years, yes. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What was your jurisdiction, or district? 

Mr. Miner. It included the first district, which included the Provo 
District 

Mr. Worthinoton. Did it include Salt Lake City? 
Mr. Miner. No. 

Mr. Worthinoton. It was on both sides of Salt Lake City ? 

Mr. Miner. On both sides of Salt Lake City. The district had 
been divided, and there was another justice assigned to the Provo 
district-— that is, in my district— but I had a clerk in that court and 
also in the Ogden court. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Could you give us some idea of the nature of 
those prosecutions, and the result of them — how the people acted who 
were prosecuted ? 

Mr. Miner. Yes. Whew J went there in July, 1890, there were a 
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great many criminal prosecutions for polygamy and unlawful cohab- 
itation pending, and a great many more were brought during that 
yean Of course they were tried before myself, as the judge of that 
court. 

Mr. WoBTHiNOTONr. Did they plead guilty, or were they convicted, 
or what ? 

Mr. Miner. Many of them would plead guilty, and many of them 
contested it. Of course the purpose of the court— and I think of all 
the courts at that time — was to get the people charged with polyga- 
mous practices of with unlawful cohabitation to promise to obey the 
law. It was understood at that time that they were advised by their 
authorities above them not to obey the law; tnat is, they were not to 
be guilty of it I remember one instance that might illustrate the 
others, if you wish it. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Just state it, Judge. 

Mr. Miner. One young man about 30 years old, perhaps a little 
over, was brought before me and pleaded guilty to polygamy at one 
time during my first experience there on the bench. I asked him if 
he could not promise to obey the law in the future. He said no, sir; 
he could not. I asked Judge Rolapp — I think Judge Rolapp was a 
Mormon lawyer— if he would not talce the young man out privately 
and talk with him, and see if he would not promise to obey the law in 
the future, because the purpose was to get them to obey the law, or 

Sromise to obey it, and as a rule they would keep their promise, 
fr. Rolapp took the young man out, and after a time returned with 
the statement that he could not make him promise. I then asked 
him why he could not make the promise. I said we all had to obey 
the law, and I asked him why he could not. 

Well, he was very respectful in his reply. He said that he was 
brought up in the Mormon Church; he nad been taught from his 
infancy that polygamy was right; that some three or four years 

Erior he had married his first wife and had a couple of children by 
er; that a year or two later he took his second wife, and he had a 
child by her; that a year or two prior to the trial he had taken his 
third wife, and had a child by her. u Now," he said to me, " I have 
promised those wives to live with them and provide for them." He 
said: "I love those children. Those wives and children love me." 
He said: " Would I not be a hypocrite to desert those wives and 
children now ? " It was somewhat new to me at the time. I sen- 
tenced him, I think, for four or five years in the penitentiary, but 
subsequently, after the manifesto was issued, I learned he was dis- 
posed to make the promise, and I made every effort to get him out of 
the penitentiary. I felt sorry for him, and I got him out. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You say after the manifesto he was disposed 
to make a promise. What promise? 
Mr. Miner. To obey the law. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I want to ask you whether, at about the time 
the manifesto was issued, any change came over the Mormons in ref- 
erence to whether they would or would not make the promise? 

Mr. Miner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Did the prosecutions then stop? 

Mr. Miner. The prosecutions largely stopped. 

Mr. Worthinoton. After the manifesto, and during the continu- 
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ance of your term there, which took you down to 1894, the prosecu- 
tions were very few, were they t 
Mr. Miner. Very few. 

Mr. Worthington. Could you give us an idea of the number? 

Mr. Minsk. No; I could not I presume I sent up a hundred or 
more to the penitentiary— -perhaps 200 of them — during the time I 
had there. 1 know they came very rapidly. It became sickening 
and tiresome to me to send those people to the penitentiary, and I 
therefore used every effort I could to get them to promise to obey the 
law, and when I got the promise from them as a rule they would keep 
the promise. 

Mr. Worthington. After the manifesto, which was in the fall of 
1890, the prosecutions were very few ? 
Mr. Miner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. We know, then, that from that time down to 
the time the State was admitted into the Union, which was in Jan- 
uary, 1896, the officers of the United States were in charge there. 

Mr. Miner* They were. 

Mr. Worthington. The prosecuting officers, the governor of the 
Territory , the judges, and everything, 

Mr. Miner. Yes, tney were; right along. We had quite a good 
many United States marshals at Ogden, where I resided at that time. 

Mr. Worthington. Can you tell us anything about what was done 
in prosecuting Mormons during that period, between the time of the 
manifesto aha the time the State was admitted into the Union, as to 
whether they overlooked the fact, or continued to prosecute men who 
lived in polygamy, who had taken plural wives before the manifesto? 

Mr. Miner. Yes; they were brought right -along continuously, 
but not as numerous. Iney dropped off largely after that. 

Mr. Worthington. There were very few of them? 

Mr. Miner. Very few. The officers were, of course, vigilant — I 
think they were— watching these people all the time. 

Mr. Worthington. Naturally, from your being in that relation to 
the State when you went there, and living there ever since, you must 
have observed the history and progress of the State in reference to 
this matter of polygamy! 

Mr. Miner. I have. 

Mr. Worthington. What can you tell us, as to whether it is in- 
creasing or decreasing? 

Mr. Miner. It is very much decreasing; it has decreased nearly 
100 per cent since I went there. I should say there was 90 per cent 
at least decrease in the number of polygamous families from that 
time to this out of 100. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What would you say as to the decrease in the 
number of new plural marriages since the manifesto? 

Mr. Miner. We do not hear of them. 

Mr. Worthington. So far as your knowledge or observation goes, 
they have ceased, have they? 

Mr. Miner. They have. Of course, I have heard a rumor here and 
there that somebody must be associating improperly with some 
woman or other. It is not generally spoken of . 

Mr. Worthington. You neard the rumor, I suppose, published in 
the papers, about the charge that Abram Cannon, an apostle, had mar- 
no f Lillian Hwnlinl 
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Mr. Miner. I heard that since this trial commenced. I heard a 
whisper of it before. 

Mr. Worthington. But as a general thing the knowledge you have 
there, from your own observation and from general reputation, is that 
new polygamous marriages have practically ceased since the man- 
ifesto? 

Mr. Miner. Yes, sir; I think they have. 

Mr. Worthington. And polygamy is dying out? 

Mr. Miner. It is. 

Mr. Worthington. What have, you observed as to the feeling of 
the Mormons themselves as to this subject of polygamy? 

Mr. Miner. The younger class of Mormons are, I think, very much 
opposed to it. 

Mr. Worthington. Do you find that to be well-nigh universal 
among them ? 
Mr. Miner. I think it is. 

Mr. Worthington. What would you say would be the future of 
polygamy in that respect, without reference to any law on that 
subject ? 

Mr. Miner. I think in time, when these old people who are now in 
polygamy die off, it will entirely end. That has been my hope. 

Mr. Worthington. What is vour observation and knowledge, by 
reputation or otherwise, as to whether the Mormons who have plural 
wives continue to live in polygamous cohabitation with them? 

Mr. Miner. Those that now have them? 

Mr. Worthington. Yes; as to whether they all continue to do it, 
or some of them. 

Mr. Miner. It is dying out. It is gradually giving away. We 
hear less of it. 

Mr. Worthington. That is all I want to ask on the subject of oo- 
lygamy at present. Have you had any interest in the political affairs 
or the Territorv or of the State since -you went there? 

Mr. Miner. Yes. Do you mean when I ran for office? 

Mr. Worthington. Well, in a way. I want to know whether you 
have kept informed in a general way, as citizens do, of political 
affairs in your State. 

Mr. Miner. I have. I came from Michigan. 

Mr. Worthington. If Senator Burrows were here he might con- 
sider that flattery. > v 

Mr. Tayler. He might consider it pleasant flattery. 

The Acting Chairman (Senator Knox). There are no politics up 
there, Judge. It is all unanimous. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Worthington. We heard a good deal last spring about the 
city election that was held in your town, to the effect that Mayor 
Morris was elected over the retiring mayor, Mr. Knox, and that that 
was said to be a result of church interference and dictation to the 
voters. Do you know anything about that, Judge? 

Mr. Miner. I know something of it — something by reputation. I 
will say to you that I have been on the sick list for about two years 
and a half now, and consequently have not been engaged in any active 
business. 

Mr. Worthington. And at that time? 

Mr. Miner. And I was not out at that time, but just before, at the 
time the convention was held, I was out. I was not well, but I was 

8. Doc. 480, 59-1, vol 2 52 
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out, and I heard considerable talk in regard to the conduct of a cer- 
tain Republican convention. It was reputed that proxies had been 
sold for money, and it incensed the prominent Repuolicans there to a 
great extent, I think. I was taken sick, and did not appear on the 
streets for some time; but after I became well, and, in feet, during 
my sickness, I learned that the Republicans were largely going to vote 
against that ticket, because it had been put up, as they called it 

Mr. Wobthington. Knox was the Republican candidate? 
# Mr. Miner. No; the Republican candidate, I think, stood very well 
indeed— the nominee. v 

Mr. Wobthington. You did notlinderstand me. I said Mr. Knox 
was the Republican candidate. 

Mr. Miner. Yes. 

Mr. Wobthington. And you knew, by what you had learned prior 
to your becoming sick and what you learned afterwards, that the lead- 
ing prominent Republicans had turned against him? 

Mr. Miner. Yes. 

Mr. Wobthington. Because of these reasons, which we need not go 
into in detail. 

Mr. Miner. I should, say that nearly half of the Republicans on 
my street voted against the ticket 

Mr. Wobthington. There was nothing against Mr. Knox person- 
ally? 

Mr. Miner. Not a thing. He was a good man. 

Mr. Wobthington. It was the influence that had put him up? 

Mr. Miner. Yes. 

Mr. Wobthington. Would you, from your knowledge of affairs out 
there, attribute the result of that to the turning over of the Repub- 
licans away from the mayoralty candidate, or to the influence of the 
church? * 

Mr. Miner. I attribute it to the opposition to the manner of nom- 
inatingthe ticket 

Mr. Wobthington. Do you know Joseph F. Smith, the president 
of the Mormon Church? 

Mr. Miner. I do. 

Mr. Wobthington. Without going into ancient history, what would 
you say, from your knowledge of him and of affairs out there, as to 
whether or not there has been any interference or attempt to run the 
politics of the State by the Mormon Church since he became president ? 

Mr. Miner. I do not think there has. 

Mr. Wobthington. Do you think he is honestly and in good faith 
keeping the church out of politics? 

Mr. miner. I believe he is doing everything he can to do it I 
think him an honest man, from what I know of him. 

Mr. Wobthington. We have also heard a good deal about the last 
election in Utah, and the large majority that the Republican ticket 
obtained, which was also, as I understand, attributed here to the in- 
fluence of the church. Did you have anything to do with that elec- 
tion in your own jurisdiction there? 

Mr. Miner. Yes; I was one of the electors on the ticket in this last 
Presidential election. 

Mr. Wobthington. You were one of the Presidential electors on 
the Republican ticket? 

Mr. Miner. Yes, 
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Mr. Wobthikoton. Did you. take any active part in the campaign 
last fall? 
Mr. Mixer. I did. 

Mr. Worthington. In your county? 
Mr. Miner. I did. 

Mr. Worthington. Could you give us any information as to the 
management of that campaign which would tend to show the reasons 
for the large majority that the Republican ticket had in your county? 

Mr. Miner. Well, there was a third party, the American ticket, 
nominated there, called the Kearns ticket — Senator Kearns's ticket 
It was gotten up among the Gentiles as a Qentile ticket in opposi- 
tion to me Republican ticket, and, in fact, in opposition to all tickets 
really, because both Democrats and Republicans voted the American 
ticket, but largely Republicans ; and being on the Republican ticket, 
and having nothing else to do, I told the chairman of the Republican 
State committee that if he would deputize me I would do what I could 
toward electing the ticket. He said, "You are deputized as a 
committee of one to do just as you are a mind to." So I appointed 
five ladies, prominent ladies of the city where the opposition was to 
act, as a committee of five, one in each precinct. Shall I tell that? 
Do you want me to state that ? 

Mr. Worthington. If you think it helped to bring about the re- 
sult of that election, why, tell it: because they say the church did it; 
and I want to know if you can give us any information that will 
throw light on that subject. 

Mr. Miner. I will say this: Those ladies were very prominent 
ladies there. They are very elegant ladies, and good workers. They 
were appointed, and I requested them to appoint 20 more ladies in 
each precinct. 

Mr. Worthington. A sort of an endless chain proceeding? 
Mr. Miner. Whose duties it should be to get five votes from the 
opposition parties for the Republican ticket. 
Mr. Worthington. Each one of them? 

Mr. Miner. Each one ; which they promised to do, and which they 
did. 

Mr, Tatler. We throw up our hands, and abandon the claim. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. Miner. After they were appointed I requested them to appoint 
20 more, which may have been done. I also appointed a hundred 
or more men to do the same thing. They did excellent work, and 
made a great many Republican votes. 

Mr. Worthington. That was a very thorough and complete organi- 
zation. Did the church have anything to do with it? 

Mr. Miner. Not the least that I know of. 

Mr. Worthington. Let us see. You were one of the candidates for 
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Miner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. For organizing the State judiciary, and so on? 
Mr. Miner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. There were three judges on your supreme 
court, I believe? 
Mr. Miner. Yes; three candidates on the ticket 
Mr. Worthington. You were one of them I 
Mr. Miner. I was one of them. 
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Mr. Woethin oton. Who were the others! ^ 

Mr. Muna. Judge Zane and Judge Bartch. 

Mr. Wokthikgton, Judge Zane we know was not a Mormon. 
How was it as to Judge Bartch t 

Mr. Mines. Neither one of them was a Mormon. 

Mr. Womtongton. Had Judge Zane been as active as you were in 
prosecuting the Mormons and sending them to the penitentiary, when 
they would not promise to be good ? 

Mr. Miner. Yes, sir; and he had been on the bench longer than I 
had. 

Mr, Worthinoton. Who were the opposing candidates for the 
three positions on the supreme court bench ? 

Mr. Miner. I can not recall their names. I know them perfectly 
welL but their names do not occur to me at the present time. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do you remember Thurman? 

Mr. Miner. Yes; Judge Thurman. 

Mr. Worthinoton. And Young? 

Mr. Miner. Young was the second one — Young and Thurman. 
They were both Mormons, as I remember. Then there was a Mr. 
Maloney, from Ogden. He was a Gentile. 

Mr. Worthinoton. So that on one side were you three Gentile 
candidates, two of whom had been sending Mormons to the peniten- 
tiary when they would not promise to give up their mode of life? 

Mr. Miner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. And on the other side were two Mormons and 
a Gentile? 
Mr. Miner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You have already told us your ticket was 
elected. 

Mr. Miner. My ticket was elected. 

Mr. Worthinoton. And in a State in which the great majority of 
the voters were Mormons? 

Mr. Miner. I think about two-thirds of them were Mormons. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Seventy per cent, I think we have been told 
here. 

Senator Dubois. What was the date of this? 

Mr. Worthinoton. This was in 1895. 

Senator Dubois. Was that after or before statehood? 

Mr. Worthinoton. They were just organizing for the State. The 
State was admitted in 1896, and this was the election of the State 
officers, who took their seats in January following. 

Of course, on the ticket on which you ran there were other candi- 
dates for governor and all the State officers? 

Mr. Miner. Yes; all State officers and county officers. 

Mr. Worthinoton. And there were Mormons and Gentiles both on 
the ticket, I suppose? 

Mr. Miner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthinoton. How did you hold up in the vote you received 
with the other candidates on the same ticket? 

Mr. Miner. Well, we did not run behind any. I think we ran— 
my majority was about 2,100 in the State. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Was it about the same as the other candidates 
on your ticket? 

Mr. Miner. Yes; about the same. 
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Mr. Worthinoton. You may cross-examine, Mr. Tayler. 
Mr. Tayleb. How did you come to be on the ticket last fall as a 
candidate for elector ? 
Mr. Miner. The State committee placed me on the ticket. 
Mr. Tayleb. On account of a vacancy ? 
Mr. Miner. On account of a vacancy ; yes. 
Mr. Tayleb. How did the vacancy occur? 

Mr. Miner. It strikes me that somebody in St. George had with- 
drawn. 

Mr. Tayleb. What is that ? 

Mr. Mines. The nominee from St. George had withdrawn from 
the ticket, and the State committee placed me in his place. . 
Mr. Tayleb. Do you know why he withdrew? 
Mr. Miner. I have heard. 
Mr, Tayleb. Why? 

Mr. Miner. I heard he was a polygamist. 

Mr. Tayleb. Because he was a polygamist? He was nominated as 
an elector? 
Mr. Miner. He was. 

Mr. Tayleb. And it created some disturbance, did it not? 
Mr. Miner. No ; I do not think it did. 
Mr. Tayler. Oh, it did not? 

Mr. Miner* If it did, I did not know anything about it 
Mr. Tayleb. You did not know about it? 
Mr. Miner. No. 

Mr. Tayleb. Well, it did not create any disturbance, but he re- 
signed ? 

Mr. Mineb. He resigned. The first I knew of it, I was telephoned 
in the evening following the convention. I was asked by one of the 
officers if I would accept the position. 

Mr. TayiiEB. You understood that he got off the ticket because he 
was a polygamist? 

Mr. Mineb. I did not know at that time, j 

Mr. Tayleb. You know now? 

Mr. Mineb. I have heard since that he declined to run. 

Mr. Tayleb. Respecting this matter of new polygamous marriages, 
you say you just heard whispers — I do not know whether that is a 
mild enough word to meet the lack of emphasis that all the talk you 
ever hearahad — just vague * indefinite rumors, in so far as you heard 
anything, about polygamous marriages since the manifesto. Is that 
right, Judge? 

Mr. Mineb. Yes. Of course you know there have been two parties 

there. . 

Mr. Tayleb. 1 am not talking about parties now. Do you mean 
two parties, one of whom believes there were polygamous marriages 
and one that does not ? 

Mr. Mineb. No; there is one party that is called the "Mormon 
haters." They are one side. 

Mr. Tayleb. Yes. 

Mr. Miner. The Mormons on the other. Then there are the two 
distinct parties outside of that. 
Mr. Tayleb. What do you call those that are in between? 
Mr. Miner. I do not know who you refer to as " between.* 
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Mr. Tayler. Well, I do not know whether there was a party called 
u Jack -Mormons " or not. * 

Mr. Miner. Yes; there are some people calhd " Jack-Mormons," 
who are supposed to work with the Mormons. 

Mr. Tayler. Now, Judge, you said you had just heard a whisper, 
or something of that sort, to the effect that Apostle Abram Cannon 
had taken a plural wife since the manifesto in 18961 

Mr. Miner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. How long since you first heard it ! 

Mr. Miner. I think I saw that in the Tribune. 

Mr. Tatler. Of course you did hot credit it, did you ? 

Mr. Miner. I did not credit it; no. Of course I did not know. 

Mr. Tayler. I understand. 

Mr. Miner. I have learned to believe nothing unless I know it is 
true. 

Mr. Tayler. Precisely. Out there that is true, is it not? 

Mr. Miner. Yes; I do not take for granted everything I hear. 

Mr. Tayler. You did not think about it any more, much less prose- 
cute any inquiry about it? 

Mr. Miner, ft has been suggested that that was so. 

Mr. Tayler. But whether Apostle Cannon had taken a plural wife 
as late as 1806 did not concern you very much, and you did not make 
any inauiry ? 

Mr. Miner. It would if I had known it was true; yes. I should 
have been concerned about it 
Mr. Tayler. Do you not believe now it is true? 
Mr. Miner. I do not know. 
Mr. Tayler. Have you read the testimony? 

Mr. Miner. I have. That is, I have read the testimony that I have 
seen in the papers, you know. » 

Mr. Tayler. I understand; and from the testimony are you satis- 
fied that Apostle Cannon did take a plural wife in 1896 ? 

Mr. Miner. I am not. 

Mr. Tayler. Therefore it takes a good deal to satisfy you about 
such things, does it not? 

Mr. Miner. I want proof. I have been accustomed to take proof 
for everything. 

Mr» Tayler. Precisely. Therefore you are unwilling to say that 
you believe^Apostle Cannon did take a wife in 1896? 

Mr. Miner. I would not want to believe it on the evidence that I 
have, but still it may be true. I would want more proof. 

Mr. Tayler. What kind of proof would you want? 

Mr. Miner. Somebody who saw the marriage. 

Mr. Tayler. His admission would not make any difference! 

Mr. Miner. Whose admission? 

Mr. Tayler. Apostle Cannon's. 

Mr. Miner. If Apostle Cannon made the admission, I should 
credit it 

Mr. Tayler. His wife testified that he admitted it to her. Joseph 
F. Smith, president of the church, says that they traveled in company 
and that she traveled as his wife* 

Mr. Miner. Did he testify to that! 

Mr. Tayler. Yea. 
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Mr. Miner. It is pretty good evidence, then, that it is so, if he tes- 
tified to it. 

Mr, Tatlbr. She was called Mrs. Cannon, and her child inherited 
under the will of George Q. Cannon. Is there any significance in 
that? 

Mr. Miner. Those are strong circumstances. 

Mr. Tayler. George Q. Cannon, the father of Abram H. Cannon, 
having died after the father of the child died. Have you heard any 
talk about Apostle Taylor having taken a couple of them? 

Mr. Miner. I have seen the general talk in the papers ; you know. 
These people are not known to me — at least all of them are not, and 
I do not credit those things I hear. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know George Reynolds? 

Mr. Miner. I do not know him ; no. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know who he is? 

Mr. Miner. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You. heard of the case of Reynolds, in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in which the great question of the rights 
of the Mormon religion, or of the Mormon people to marry plural 
wives was settled ? 

Mr. Miner. You mean the case decided some years ago? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Miner. Yes; I have heard of that. 

Mr. Tayler, The case of Reynolds against the United States? 

Mr. Miner. My attention has not been called to it in a long while. 

Mr. Tayler. You do not know George Reynolds ? 

Mr. Miner. I do not think I do. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you ever hear that his daughter had married 
Benjamin ClufF, jr., the president of Brigham Young University ? 
Mr. Miner. I never heard it. 
Mr. Tayler. You know that school? 
Mr. Miner. I know the school. 

Mr. Tayler. A school which is attended by the youth of both sexes. 
Mr. Miner. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you ever hear that he had married the daughter 
of George Reynolds denied in the last three or four years ? 
Mr. Miner. I had not heard of it. 

Mr. Tayler. The eats of the people out there are very generally 
closed, are they not, to stories of that kind, anyhow ? 
Mr. Miner. I do not think they are. They are generally open. 
Mr. Tayler. That is all. 
Mr. Van Coot. We will call Mr. Candland. 

TESTIMONY OF W. D. CANDLAND. 

i W. D. Candland, being duly sworn, was examined, and testified as 
follows : 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your name, Mr, Candland t 
Mr. Candland. W. D. Candland. 
Mr. Van Coot. What is your age? 
Mr. Candland. Forty-six years. 
Mr. Van Coot. Where do you reside t 
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Mr. Candland. I reside at Mount Pleasant, Utah* 

Mr. Van Cott. In what county? 

Mr. Candland. Sanpete County. 

Mr. Van Cott. How far is that from Salt Lake City? 

Mr. Candland. One hundred miles. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is it a Mormon county or a Gentile county! 

Mr. Candland. The Mormons predominate. 

Mr. Van Cott. Largely? 

Mr. Candland. Largely. 

Mr. Van Cott. Going back fourteen years, to 1890, was it more so 
then or not? 
Mr. Candland. I think a little more so. 

Mr. Van Cott. What percentage of Mormons would you say are 
in Sanpete County ? 
Mr. Candland. I should judge 80 per cent. 
Mr. Van Cott. Do you belong to any secret orders or societies? 
Mr. Candland. Yes ; I belong, or have belonged, to two. 
Mr. Van Cott. What two? 

Mr. Candland. The A. O. U. W. and the Woodmen of the World* 

Mr. Van Cott. And you are a member of the Mormon Church? 

Mr, Candland. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And have been ? 

Mr. Candland. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was your father ? 

Mr. Candland. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was he a polygamist? - 

Mr. Candland. He was. 

Mr. Van Cott. And you are the son of a polygamous wife! 
Mr. Candland. Yes, sir. 

Mr* Van Cott. Have you held any office in the Mormon Church? 
" Mr. Candland. Only minor offices. 
Mr. Van -Cott. That is what I mean. Several of those ? 
Mr. Candland. Several. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you what is called a " seventy n at the present 
time? : ■ * . 

Mr. Candland. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Are you a polygamist? 
Mr. Candland. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you believe in the practice of polygamy? 

Mr. Candland. I do not. 

Mr. Van Cott. Or in polygamy? 

Mr. Candland. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling your attention now to Mount Pleasant, 
about what is the population of that town? 
Mr. Candland. About 3,000 in the precinct. 

Mr. Van Cott. About how many polygamists are there now living 
in Mount Pleasant? 

*^fr. Candland. Why, I do not think there are any living openly 
in polygamy. There are four or five who have been polygamists 
iinCstflfhave more than one wife living. 

Mr. Van Cott. About how many polygamists were there in that 
town in 1890, when the manifesto was issued? 

Mr. Candland. I could not tell that. I know there must have 
been, in times past, 40 or 50. 
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Mr. Van Cott. Do you know of any children being born to a 
polygamous wife in Mount Pleasant since the issuance of the mani- 
festo? 

Mr. Candland. I have heard that there were two. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that all you know of? 

Mr. Candid nd. That is all I ever heard of. 

Mr. Van Cott. What are you in politics? 

Mr. Candland. A Republican. 

Mr. Van Cott. And you have been right along? 

Mr. Candland. Si nee* the division on party lines. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is what I mean. Is your father a Democratf 

Mr. Candland. He was.. 

Mr. Van Cott. He is not living? 

Mr. Candland. No; he is dead. 

Mr. Van Cott._ When your father's legal wife died, did he marry 
another wife? 

Mr. Candland. He married another wife before she died. She 
died later — a long while prior to 1890. 

Mr. Van Cott. But when your father's legal wife died, did he 
then marry another wife ? 

Mr. Candland. I say he married other wives before. 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes; but did he, after the legal wife died, marry 
one of his polygamous wives? That is what I want to know. 

Mr. Candland. At one time; yes. > t 

Mr. Van Cott. But after his legal wife died? 

Mr, Candland. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did he marry the next wife in order of time! 

Mr. Candland. He did. 

Mr. Van Cott. And made her his legal wife? 

Mr. Candland. He did. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know of any polygamous marriage, either 
in Mount Pleasant or in the neighborhood or county where you are 
acquainted, since the issuance of the manifesto? 

Mr. Candland. I never heard it reported that there were any 
marriages in that county — in that section of the State, at all — since 
that time. 

Mr. Van Cott. How do you understand the manifesto, as to 
whether it prohibits the practice of polygamy? 
Mr. Candland. I understand that it did. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling your attention now to politics, what is 
your opinion as to the independence of the Mormon people in voting? 
- Mr. Candland. I know that they are independent, judging others 
from myself. 
• Mr. Van Cott. Well, from your observation? 

Mr. Candland. My observation has been that they voted as they 
pleased, without any interference; that they would brook no inter- 
ference. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, in the actual conduct of political campaigns, 
have there been Gentiles elected over Mormons in that county? 

Mr. Candland. In some instances, yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Will you give a few of them, please? 

Mr. Candland. I remember where bishops or presidents of stakes 
have been on the ticket and have been defeated by Gentiles who were 
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quite bitter anti-Mormon at times. I remember that Mr. J. D. Page 
was elected to the constitutional convention over Mr. 0. N. Lund, a 
very prominent Mormon, who was a Democrat 
Mr. Van Cott. Any others? 

Mr. Candland. I know that Mr. George Christ ensen, a member 
of the stake presidency, has been repeatedly defeated by Gentiles. 
If you like, I can rive you several instances. 

Mr. Van Cootv I would like you to namo a few more. 

Mr. Candland. In 1895, I think — I am not quite positive as to 
that year; it was a city election—Mr. Andrew Neilson, a Gentile 
Republican, was elected over Bishop Lund, a Democrat, for justice 
of the peace. In 1902 Mr. A. L. Larsen, a Republican, was elected 
over George Christensen, of the stake presidency, for superintendent 
of schools. 

Mr. Van Cott. What was Larson! 

Mr. Candland. Larsen was a Mormon, X think. I am not posi- 
tive as to that I never knew* whether he was a Mormon or not. 
Mr. Van Cott. All right 

Mr. Candland. In 1902 Mr. Owen, a Mormon holding no particu- 
lar office, was elected over Mr. Petersen Mattson, of the stake presi- 
dency, for justice of the peace. In 1903 Mr. Bowman, a Gentile, was 
nominated for mayor over Mr. Mattson, and he was elected over 
George Christensen, a member of the stake presidency, for the office 
of mavor. That year we also elected two Republican councilors — 
one of them was the principal of a Presbyterian high school — over 
Mormons. 

Mr. Van Cott. I 'believe that will be sufficient, Mr. Candland, 
along that line. Calling attention now to the school board in Mount 
Pleasant, how is that composed? 

Mr. Candland. Right after the di /ision on party lines we got 
together and made »n agreement that there should be one Democrat, 
one Republican, and a Gentile on the school board, and that has 
been followed out ever since, with the exception of one year. 

Mr. Van Cott. So it is nonpartisan ? 

Mr. Candland. It is supposed to be nonpartisan. Last year we 
elected to that office an old Union soldier man, who was a Gentile, 
over one of the bishopric. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is the sentiment among the Mormons in San 
Pete County, particularly in Mount Pleasant, regarding polygamy? 

Mr. Candland. I believe it is the universal opinion that polyg- 
amy ought to cease«and that it in fact has ceased. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion, if President Joseph F. Smith 
should try to reestablish polygamy, as to what the Mormons would 
do on that subject from the sentiments you know ? 

Mr. Candland. I think he would find himself in a hopeless minor- 
ity, and there would be a big row. That is about my idea. 

Mr. Van Cott. You know polygamous families, of course, and 
polygamous children in San Pete County? 

Mr. Candland. I have known a great many; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling your attention particularly to the senti- 
ment of polygamous children and to the fact as to whether those 
children have gone into polygamy, will you please state the facts? 

Mr* Can&lan& I have hardly ever found anyone raised in polyg- 
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amy who believes in it or would enter into itr— who could be induced 
to enter into it I would say that out of the several hundred that I 
have known I never knew more than two to enter into that relation. 

Mr. Wobthington. That is, the several hundred polygamous chil- 
dren? 

Mr. Candland. Children; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention to the appointive and elective 
offices not only in Mount Pleasant, but in San Fete County, what has 
been the division? 

Mr. Candland. The division has been at least fair to the Gentile 
element They have never in fact complained of that question. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know Reed Smoot? 

Mr. Candland. Yes, Sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Personally, or by reputation? 

Mr v Candland. I have known him personally for a number of 
years. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether or not he was prominent in 
the Republican politics of Utah before he became an apostle ? 
Mr. Candland. Yes, sir; I know he was. 

Mr. Van Cott. In any way, Mr. Candland, has there ever been any 
attempt made by the church to control or influence your vote? 
Mr. Candland. Never in the world. 

Mr. Van Cott. Or do you know of its having been used in San 
Pete County? 

Mr. Candland. , No ; I do not know of the church. I know that 
individuals have here and there tried to use their influence; at least 
I have so understood. They never have attempted it on me, but I 
have understood they have done that as individuals. 

Mr. Van Cott. And what is the sentiment and action of the Mor- 
mon voters when that is attempted ? 

Mr. Candland. I could not say that I could call to mind any 
attempt that has ever been made except by individuals, and they 
usually resent it, and say they know enough to vote as they please. 

Mr. Van Cott, That is atf. 

Senator Dubois. You are a Mormon, I think you said? 
Mr. Candland. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dubois. Do you pay your tithing regularly? 
Mr. Candland. No ; not regularly. 
Senator Dubois. You do not pay your tithing regularly? 
Mr. Candland. Not regularly. 

Senator Dubois. You arf not considered, then, a very good Mor- 
mon, are you? 

Mr. Candland. Well, I am not probably considered in full fellow- * 
ship. I hold the position of a severity. 
The Chairman, Proceed^ Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Taylbb. Many officials of the Mormon Church have under- 
taken in the name of the church to influence voters, have they not? 
Mr. Candland. I could not say they have. 

Mr. Tatleb. Is not that what you said a while ago — that you have 
known that to occur? 

Mr. Candland. No, sir. If you so understood me 

Mr. Tatleb. What was it you meant to say ? 

Mr. Candland. I said I knew of where individual members of the 
church had tried to influence voters. 
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^.Mrv Tatlbb. Of course. We do not suppose because a man is a 
Mormon he never says anything to anybody about politics. What 
significance is there in your statement that you have known individual 
members of the church to try to influence voters f What do you mean 
by that? 

Mr. Candland. I mean I have known men who were prominent 
members of the church try to convert people to their idea of politics. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Undoubtedly. Well, there is nothing strange about 
that is there? 

Mr. Candland. 1 think not 

Mr. Tatlbb. It is hardly worthy of remark? 

Mr. Candland. The question was asked me. I merely answered 
the question, as I understood it 

Mr. Tatlbb. Have you known of their taking any part in other 
matters than politics with the people, apart from spiritual matters? 
You have your bishops' courts down your way, do you not and your 
high council, where they try matters ? 

Mr. Candland. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbb. You believe in taking counsel, do you not? 
Mr. Candland, On what? 

Mir. Tatlbb. Why, when counsel is given to you by your ecclesias- 
tical superior. Is not that one of the tenets of your church ? 

Mr. Candland* I do not consider that anybody has a right to coun- 
sel me on anything except spiritual matters. ; 

Mr. Tatlbb. You get it often, do you not ? / 

Mr. Candland. Get counsel? 

Mr. Tatlbb. Yes. 1 
Mr. Candland. When I go to church I get some spiritual counsel. 
Mr. Tatlbb. Did you hear the questions I asked about; that dancing 

academy up at Boxelder? ;.'/ 
Mr. Candland. I did* . //'•/ 
Mr. Tatlbb. And the order of the high council there/ about? what 

should be dona about a building that was being built by some 

members? 
Mr. Candland. Yes, air. 

Mr. Tatlbb. That is the sort of thing that happens in your church? 
You call that a spiritual matter, do you not? 

Mr. Candland. Well, I would/not; and so far as the decision went, 
I would only consider that it pertained to the man's standing in the 
church. 

Mr. Tatlbb. If it was made by the high council, would you dis- 
obey it? 

Mr. Candland* I would if I thought I was right 
Mr. Tatlbb. What would happen to you? 
Mr. Candland. I do not know. 
Mr. Tatlbb. Would you be excommunicated ? 
Mr, Candland. I do not know whether I would or not 
Mr. Tatlbb. Do you not know the church does excommunicate 
people who refuse to obey the order of the high council ? 
Mr. Candland. No ; I do not know that. 
Mr. Tatlbb. In civil matters like, for instance, land* 
Mr. Candland. No, sir. 
Mr. Tatlbb. You do not? 
Mr. Candland. I do not 
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Mr. Tayler. Did yon ever hear of the Birdsall case, abont which 
we had testimony here? 

Mr. Candland. I have heard it through this investigation. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you doubt the claim that Miss Birdsall was 
excommunicated because sht refused to make a deed that the high 
council ordered her to make! Do you doubt that? 

Mr. Candland. I do not know anything or care anything about it 

Mr. Tayler. Oh, you do not? 

Mr. Candland. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Is not that in accord with the practices of your 
church? 

Mr. Candland. Well, it may be. I can not say. 

Mr. Tayler. If the bishop's court made an order to her to make a 
deed, and the high council, on appeal, affirmed that order, demanded 
that she make the deed, and if the first presidency, over the signature 
of Joseph F. Smith and Anthon Lund and John H. Winder, said 
that she should follow the procedure that was laid down by the 
church and obey this order, and she still refused to do it, ana was 
excommunicated, would that be in accordance with the orders of the 
church and the usual method of proceeding in it? 

Mr. Candland. It might be. 

Mr. Tayler. You are one of the seventies? 

Mr/CUNDLAND. Yes, sir T 

Mr. I'aylrr. You are rather a high church official, are you not! 

Mr. Candland. Well, not very. I «m a seventy. 

Mr. Tayler. There are lower church officials than you? 

Mr. Candland. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You are higher than a teacher? 

Mr. Candland. I am not an official 

Mr. Tayler. You are higher than a teacher or an elder? 

Mr. Candland. I understand that to be so ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. The evidence shows, Mr. Tayler, that the seven- 
ties do not have anything to do with trials. 

Mr. Tayler. I Snow. That is true enough, but this looks like an 
intelligent witness, as he is. He knows what his church does in such 
matters. 

Is Mount Pleasant a Mormon community? 

Mr. Candland. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Are you sure? 

Mr. Candland. A majority of the people are Mormons. 
Mr. Tayler. You are sure of that, are you ? 
Mr. Candland. Yes, sir ; I am sure. 

Mr. Tayler. Who was it got together and arranged this division 
of offices ? 

Mr. Candland. The Republicans and Democrats, in a mass meet- 
ing. 

Mr. Tayler. All of you agreed that they should be divided, how ? 
Mr. Candland. One Democrat, one Republican, and one Gentile. 
Mr. Tayler. And one Gentile ? 
Mr. Candland. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Why one Gentile? Do you mean it meant one Mor- 
mon Republican and one Mormon Democrat and one Gentile of no 
politics? 
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Mr. Candland. It meant to me that we would have two Repub- 
licans on the board. That was what it meant to me. 
Mr. Tayler. It did? t 
Mr. Candland. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That is to say, you knew the Gentile would be a 
Republican, did you? 
Mr. Candland. Yes, » 
Mr. Tayler. Why? 

Mr. Candland. Because there were not any Liberals except one 
man, who went over to the Democratic party, and I was pretty sure 
he would be a Republican. 

Mr. Tayler. So that was the way you undertook to make your 
division? 

Mr. Candland. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That is all. , 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Candland, did you ever know of any case hap- 
pening before similar to what you understand the Birdsall case to be? 

Mr. Candland. Oh, I have heard of church courts being held where 
there were disputes about matters, but I could not name any particu- 
lar case. I know there have been bishops' trials, and so on. 

Mr. Van Cott. But I was referring particularly to cases involving 
land, or title to land. 

Mr. Candland. I have never understood that the Mormon courts 
undertook to settle the question of titles to lands. 

Mr. Van Cott. One other question: Mr. Tayler asked you about 
the division of offices. In answering that did you mean all offices, 
or were you simply referring to the school board ? 

Mr. Candland. I understood him to refer to the school board. 

Mr. Tayler. I should have said school board. After the question 
was out, I recalled that it was that only. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is what you meant, any way? 

Mr. Candland. That is what I meant 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

The Chairman. Anything further, Mr. Tayler? 

Mr. Tayler. Notthat is all. 

The Chairman. Who is your next witness? 

Mr. WoRTHiNGTON. Mr. Chairman, we would like to have an ad- 
journment now until Monday. 

Mr. Van Cott. We have no more witnesses to-day, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. I do not want to press the matter unduly. The 
r committee will adjourn until Monday morning at 10 o'clock. 

The committee (at 4 o'clock p. ra.) adjourned until Monday, Jan- 
uary 16, 1905, at lfto'clock a. m. 



Washington, D. C, January 16, 1905. 
The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Present: Senators Burrows (chairman), Foraker, Dubois, and 
Overman; also Senator Smoot; also Robert W. Tayler, counsel for 
the protestants ; A. S. Worthington and Waldemar Van Cott, coun- 
sel fov the respondent, 
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The, Chairman. Gentlemen, we will proceed. 
Mr. Van Cott. I wish to ask Judge Miner a few questions which 
were omitted the other day. 
The Chairman. Certainly. 

TESTIMONY OF JAMES A. MINEB— Resumed. 

James A. Miner, having been previously duly sworn, was exam- 
ined, and testified as follows : 

Mr. Van Cott. You were on the stand the other day and testified? 
Mr. Miner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know Mr. Smoot? 
Mr. Miner. I do. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you known him personally several years? 
Mr. Miner. Yes; since 1891. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know of his being prominent in Utah 
politics? 
Mr. Miner. I do. 
Mr. Van Cott. How early? 

Mr. Miner. My personal acquaintance with Senator Smoot did not 
begin until 1891 or 1892; somewhere along there. I can not tell 
definitely the exact date. But I knew him by reputation from the 
time I first went there in July, 1890. 

Mr. Van Cott. How active, in your opinion, has he been in Repub- 
lican politics in the State? 

Mr. Miner. I think he has been quite active since I have known 
him. 

Mr. Van Cott. When he became a Senatorial candidate was he 
prominent or not for that position ? 
Mr. Miner. He was. 
Mr. Van Cott. He was prominent? 
Mr. Miner. Yes; he was so. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know anything about the reputation he bora 
in those early days in regard to the practice of polygamy ? 
Mr. Miner, xes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. What was it ? 

Mr. Miner. My deputies were deputies for that district, which in- 
cluded Mr. Smoot's residence — that is, Utah County, and those depu- 
ties, during the year 1890, from July on, were over the entire district, 
and before I personally became acquainted with Mr. Smooth— during 
the time of these prosecutions or aoout the time of the manifesto — 
they reported to me, and I obtained from that reputation and from 
others, m speaking of him, that he was an active, bright young man 
from Provo, and his leanings were strongly in favor of the enforce- 
ment — that is, the people should obey ths law. He was against the 
practice of polygamy. They regarded him as the coming young man 
of the State. He was so regarded. I think, from that time on as a 
bright, active, law-abiding man, of excellent character and habits. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is the sentiment in Utah among the Gentiles 
in regard to the prosecution of unlawful cohabitation cases where the 
marriages were contracted prior to the manifesto j and what reasons, 
if anj^ are given? 
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Mr. Miner. Of course the disposition from July, 1800, when T went 
r there, was to prosecute them, and a great many of those cases were 
brought before my court, as other courts, and they were tried and con- 
victed, and many of them sent to the penitentiary. But since the 
manifesto the disposition to prosecute these older men has not pre- 
vailed so generally, I do not think. But if any new marriages had 
occurred, I think the disposition would be to prosecute them, and that 
disposition, I do not think, is confined entirety to the Gentile popula- 
tion, because I have heard Mormons talk about it, and they were 
adverse to these plural manages since that time — since the manifesto. 

I have noticed another thing. Since the manifesto we have had 
Mormon jurors. Before that we had no Mormon jurors. The 
marshals would select Gentiles to the exclusion of Mormons. But 
after the manifesto we commenced having Mormon jurors instead of 
all Gentiles, and I found that in many cases a Mormon jury would 
convict anyone for adultery or unlawful cohabitation quite as well as 
a Gentile — that is, the feeling kept growing in that direction. And 
so far as the violation of the marital obligation is concerned, the Mor- 
mon people would convict a man who broke it as readily as a Gentile, 
and I think more so. They seem to have a feeling against Mormons 
who would violate that obligation, and I think among that class of 
. young people there is more virtue than among almost any other class. 

Mr. Van Cott, During the time that vou nave been in Utah have 
you taken an active interest in public affairs — in what is going on in 
the State generally ? 
Mr. Miner. I have, except during my administration as a judge on 
, the supreme bench; I took no active part in politics aside from the 
time when I myself was a candidate. 

■ . : 'Mr*-.;''TAIi Cott. But you still took an active interest in public 
. affairs! . . . , ■ . 

Mr. Miner. Oh, certainly I did. 

Mr. Van Cott. From your observation of many years in Utah and 
the experience you have had there I wish you would state what, in 
your opinion, will be the result in a short time in Utah if matters 
progress as rapidly in the future as they have during the last four- 
teen years? 

Mr. Miner. I think, as I said the other day, there are not as many 
plural marriages or unlawful cohabitation cases as there was ten or 
fifteen years ago. I think it has decreased about 90 per cent. If it 
continues to decrease for the next ten years as it has for the last ten 
I think we will be far ahead of any State in the Union at the end of 
ten years. I think to-day, so far as unlawful cohabitation and polyg- 
amous marriages in Utah are concerned, there are not any more in 
that district than there are in the District of Columbia or in New 
York City in proportion to population. It is decreasing. There is 
no question about it 

Mr. Van Cott. And is the sentiment of the Mormons themselves 
as strong as that of the Gentiles on that subject ? 

Mr. Miner. Among the younger class of Mormons I think it is. 

Mr. Tayiohl You are a lawyer, I suppose ? I did not mean any 
reflection, in view of the fact that you liave been a judge, but there 
are prosecuting officers who are not lawyers. You classify t^e crime 
of polygamous cohabitation in Utah with lewd or immoral conabita- 
tion as It exists elsewhere, do you? 
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Mr. Mineb. I speak of it in that sense. 

Mr. Tayleb. You compare that State with the District of Colum- 
bia and other places where similar crimes are committed. You do 
not, therefore, attach any importance to tl^at phase of the crime of 
polygamous cohabitation which is based upon the defiant declaration 
»that it is done in accordance with the will of God, do you ? 

Mr. Mineb. I speak of it as a violation of law. 

Mr. Tayleb. I know ; of course you do ; but do you make any 
point of that phase of it? 

Mr. Mineb. Well, I do not know that I have associated 

Mr. Tayleb. You do not know? 

Mr. Mineb. That directly with it. 

Mr. Tayleb. The fact that a man says he is violating the law, but 
that he does it with the approval of God; that he will be damned — 
using the word in its strict sense — if he obeys the law of man, is, in 
your judgment, the same kind of offense against society, against gov- 
ernment, and against morals as if a man committed the ordinary 
offense of unlawfully cohabiting with a woman ? Is that your view ? 

Mr. Mineb. I do not know that I quite eateh your meaning. 

Mr* Tayleb. Bead the question. 

The Chaibman (to the reporter). Read the question. 

The reporter read as follows : 
> tt .<|&^ : TATLB*. The fact that a man. says he is violating the law, 
but that he does it with the approval of God, that he will be damned- 
using the word in its strict sense — if he obeys the law of man, is, in 
your judgment, the same kind of offense against, society, against 
government, and against morals, as if a man committed the ordinary 
offense of unlawfully cohabiting with a woman? Is that your 
view? " 

Mr. Mineb. Of course I do not like the proposition. 

Mr. Tayleb. I have not made it. It is made here in the case. 

Mr. Mineb. I do not myself believe in the practice of polygamy, 
nor in the violation of the seventh commandment. 

Mr. Tayleb. Nobody assumes that you do, but I think my ques- 
tion is susceptible of a categorical answer. [A pause.] 

The Chaibman. Let the reporter read the question again. 

The reporter again read the question. 

Mr. Mineb. That is the moral, but it is not the legal view of it. 
Mr. Tayleb. What is the moral view of it? 

Mr. Mineb. The fact that a man, as you put the question, is obey- 
ing, or thinks he is obeying, the law of God when he commits an 
offense that is considered immoral in the sight of the law of man. 

Mr. Tayleb. The law — you ought to know—does not necessarily 
involve morality or immorality in the acts which it prohibits. Do 
you not understand that the Government is founded on law? 

Mr. Miner. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. Tayleb. And when law is proclaimed by proper authority 
government can only follow upon obedience to that law? 
Mr. Mineb. That is true. 

Mr. Tayleb. Now, if one violates the law, as men ordinarily vio- 
late it, and we undertake to punish them, there is no undermining of 
society by that fact, unless it is universally prevalent, is there? 

Mr. Mineb. No, probably not 

8. Doc. 488, 60-1, vol 2 63 



834 REED 8 MOOT* 

t Mr. Tayler. But if that law, upon which government is based, is 
violated upon the proclaimed reason that the law, as to jthat party, is 
invalid, or rather that God permits that violation, that God will 
damn him if he obeys that law, if he conforms to the customs of 
society in respect to suc^ matter, do you not understand that that is 
infinitely deeper seated in its menace to the Government and society 
than the mere violation of law as we see it every day everywhere? 

Mr. Miner. I do not see much difference.* 

Mr. Taylbh. You do not see any difference? 

Mr. Miner. They are both wrong. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you riot think your association with those people 
and in that atmosphere has brought you to that sort of a distorted 
view of what society and government are? 

Mr. Miner. The atmosphere of Salt Lake and the society of Salt 
Lake are quite as good as those that surround any other well-gov- 
erned community. * 

Mr. Tayler. I do not believe that you' have not a discriminating 
intelligence, nor that you want to misunderstand m o 

Mr. Worthinoton. Just a moment. 

Mr. Tayler. Twenty moments. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I am addressing myself to the chairman of the 
committee. 

Mr. Tayler. Give your witness time to think. 
■ Mr. Worthinoton. If you think that I am giving the witness time 
to think, you are making a statement that is untrue, and that you have 
no right to intimate against me. 

Mr, Tayler. Are you not giving him time? 

Mr. Worthinoton. I am not here trying this case as a pettifogger. 

Mr. Tayler. You are giving him time whether you mean to do it 
or not 

Mr. Worthinoton. If I am giving him time it is because you have 
gone into an argument at this point instead of examining the witness. 
The Chairman. Proceed. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I am objecting to this line of argument 

Mr. Tayler. I asked as pertinent a question as has been asked in 
this investigation. This is an expert witness upon the philosophy of 
society in Utah. 

The Chairman. Read the question. 

The reporter read as follows: 

" Mr. Tayler. Do you not think your association with those people 
and in that atmosphere has brought you to that sort of a distorted 
view of what society and government are ? 

" Mr. Miner. The atmosphere of Salt Lake and the society of Salt 
Lake are quite as good as those that surround any other well-governed 
community. 

" Mr. Tayler. I do not believe that you have not a discriminating 
intelligence, nor that you want to misunderstand m o , . " 

Mr. miner. No, sir; I do not 

Mr. Tayler. That is the kind of answer I like. 

Mr. Miner. I think I am judging impartially in regard to this 
matter. I find evils there, as I find them everywhere else, only in 
that line perhaps they have been excessive. 

• {See Mr. Miner's testimony m Wednesday following aa t» ftis answer* 
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Mr. Van Cott. Before the manifesto of 1890 prosecutions were 
carried along against this class of offenses, because they were against 
the law! 

Mr. Miner, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Among the Gentiles there, was there not another 
reason, and that is they strongly objected to these offenses on account 
of the fact that the Mormons claimed it was a part of their religion? 
State whether or not that was an objection. 

Mr. Miner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Since the manifesto 

Mr. Miner* I think one of the decisions of the court was based 
upon that line that you suggest. But that, of course, was before I 
was associated with that court. 

Mr. Van Cott* Since the manifesto, has. there or has "there not been 
a change in that sentiment? 

Mr. Miner. Just repeat the question. Let me get the idea a little 
better. - 

Mr. Van Cott. Since then has there been or not a change in that 
sentiment; that is, do the Mormons and Gentiles unite that this 
should be stopped, or do they not? 

Mr* Miner. Yes, they want it stopped: and I think the Mormons 
are quite as anxious about it as are the Gentiles, with the exception, 
perhaps, of a certain few. I speak of the younger class. 

Mr. Tatler. Do they stop it? 

Mr. Miner. Almost entirely. 

Mr. Tatler. Do they stop it? 

Mr. Miner. I do not think it has entirely ceased. 

Mr. Tatler. Oh, no; that is not my question at all. You say they 
want it stopped. I am not speaking about individuals who are or . 
who were in polygamy and have stopped it, and that was not the 
meaning that you gave to your answer. You say that the Mormons 
and the Gentiles want it stopped. 

Mr* Miner. Want the practice of polygamy stopped. 

Mr. Tatler. What do you mean by polygamy— living in polygamy 
or taking new polygamous wives? 

Mr. Miner, Both. 

Mr. Tatler. Do they stop it? 

Mr. Miner. I say 

Mr. Tatler. Who has taken a step toward stopping it? 
Mr. Miner. The courts, /as long as I was connected with them, did* 
Mr. Tatler. Did they /quit when you ceased to have connection 
with the courts? / 
Mr. Miner. I did not' say that. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you know whether they have stopped polygamous 
cohabitation? 

Mr. Miner* I think there have been prosecutions there during the . w 
last three years. / 
Mr. Tatler. Instituted by whom? 
Mr. Miner. I could hot tell who commenced the suits. 
Mr. Tatler. How long have you been in Utah ? 
Mr. Miner. Since 1890. 
Mr. Tatler. That is all. 

The Chairman. I was not here during the whole course of your 
examination* Are you still on the bench ? 
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Mr. Miner. I am riot. 

The Chaibmak. When did yon retire I 

Mr. Miner* It is about two years ago; two years ago last January. 
Mr. Van Cow. This January! 
Mr. Minks. This January. 

The Chairman. You are not holding any official position now! 
Mr. Miner. None. v ' 

The Chairman. Nor are you a candidate for any position! 
Mr. Miner. No ; I am not a candidate, and I hope I shall not be. 
I do not expect to be a candidate for political honors in the future. 
The Chairman. Utah was admitted in 1896, 1 believe? 
Mr. Miner. 1895, was it not? 

Mr. Worthinoton. January, 1896. The enabling act was in 1894. 
The Chairman. You went to Utah in 1890? 
Mr. Miner. In 1890. 

The Chairman. It is a matter of history that Utah several times 
applied for admission into the Union previous to her successful 
application. 

Mr. Miner. Yes, Senator. 

The Chairman. And it was denied. Do you know why it was 
denied? 

Mr. Miner. I think the principal reason, as I understood it, was 
that the practice of polygamy had been too general in that State. 

The Chairman. Is it your understanding that polygamy was prac- 
ticed generally before 1890? 

Mr. Miner. It was not generally practiced, but it was practiced to 
• considerable extent . / F . * 

The Chairman. In what organization? 

Mr. Miner. In the Mormon organization. 

The Chairman. You do not know how generally? 

Mr. Miner. Well, it was not general, so to spealc; but there was a 
great deal of polygamy in the State, and unlawful cohabitation at 
that time. 

The Chairman. You tried some cases! 

Mr. Miner. Yes, sir; a great many. - 

The Chairman. Did you not get some idea from thorn with reap act 
to what extent the crime existed in that Territory or State ! 

Mr. Miner. As to numbers, I could not tell. 

The Chairman. I do not speak of the numbers. 

Mr. Miner. It was practiced throughout the State by a portion of 
the population. 

The Chairman. Throughout the State? 

Mr. Miner. Yes, 

The Chairman. But to what extent you can not tell! 

Mr. Miner. Of course, it is very difficult for me to do that; but I 
have heard it stated there were not to exceed 3,000 in the State at 
that time. I do not know how true that is, of course. 

The Chairman. Now, let me ask you, Judge, whether you know the 
head of the churchy Joseph F. Smith ! 

Mr. Miner. The present head! Yes* 

The Chairman. Personally! 

Mr. Miner. I have met him five or six times; I am not well ac- 
quainted with him) but I know him by sight and by conversation with 
him* 
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Hie Chairman. Do yon know personally or by reputation whether 
he is living in polygamy? 
Mr. Miner. I do not personally, but by reports, by reputation* 
The Chairman. What is that reputation? 
Mr. Miner. It is said he has plural wives. 
The Chairman. How many! 

Mr. Miner. Well, I only know of one, but there may be two. 
The Chaihman. You do not know about that, then, personally t 
Mr. Miner. No. 

The Chairman. But he is reputed to be living in polygamy! 

Mr. Mini*. Now, I can not say whether he is still living in polyg- 
amy, but that he haa been. 

The Chairman. Have you read his testimony before this* com- 
mittee? 

Mr. Miner. I have not 

The Chairman. You have not heard anything about it? 

Mr. Miner. I have heard about it in a general way; I have heard 
that he testified that he had plural wives and had had children by 
them. 

Hie Chairman. Five plural wives, did you hear, or five wives? 
Mr. Miner. It may have been. 

The Chairman. He is the recognized head of the church ? 
Mr. Miner. He is. 

The Chairman. And the reputation and general understanding is 
that he is living in polygamy ? 
Mr. Miner,. I think it is so understood. 

The Chairman. He is not obeying the law of the country, then? 

Mr. Miner. I do not think he is, then. 

The Chairman. And he is not disturbed ? 

Mr. Miner. I have heard of no prosecutions against him. 

The Chairman. Do you know by reputation how many of the apos- 
tles are living in polygamy ? 

Mr. Miner. I have neard of — well, I do not know what you mean 
to include in the term " apostle." 

The Chairman. I mean to include those who are living with plural 
wives. ^ .... 

Mr. WoRtHiNGTON. He said he does not know what you mean to in- 
clude by the term " ajpost le, " 

The Chairman. You know what " apostle " means? 

Mr. Miner. There are three heads of the church 

The Chairman. They are the head of the church and the two coun- 
selors. Then there are twelve apostles. 

Mr. Miner. Yes. 

The Chairman. Do vou know how manv of the apostles • 

Mr. Miner. I have heard that severai of the apostles are, or had 
been, living in polygamy. 

The Chairman. "Had been." You have not heard that thev are 
living in polygamy now? , 

Mr. Miner. I do not thinlr that idea prevails, that they are now do- 
ing so, to as great an extent as formerly. 

The Chairman. I am not asking the number of times that they 
visit their different wives* Have you heard that the apostles are liv- 
ing in polygamy I 
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Mr. Miner. I have. 

The Chairman. Who? ■ ■■■ 

Mr. Mines. I think one is John Henry Smith. 

The Chairman. Can you name another ? 

Mr. Miner. I do not know about Mr. Winder. I could not say 
about him. I have heard some remarks about him that he was and 
some that he was not. I could not say. But, now, there are other 
members of the twelve that I have heard statements about as having 
plural wives. 

The Chairman. What others! 

Mr. Miner. I could not for the moment mention the names. 
The Chairman. How about Heber J. Grant? 
Mr. Miner. Yes ; it is said that he is a polygamist. 
The Chairman. How about Merrill ? 

Mr. Miner. Merrill. I understand that he has plural wives. He 
lives in Cache County. 

The Chairman. How about Francis M. Lyman? 

Mr. Miner. Well, I have not heard anvthing about him for four or 
five years. He has been away a good deal. But it was understood 
at that time that he was a polygamisjt. 

The Chairman. And Teasdale? 

Mr. Miner. I do not know about Mr. Teasdale. 

The Chairman. Do you know about Cowley ? 

Mr. Miner. I know nothing of him, except as I have read in this 
investigation. 

The Chairman. What is your understanding about Mr. Penrose? 

Mr. Miner. I did not know that he was a polygamist until I read 
it from the same proceedings. 

The Chairman. Now, is it a matter of general notoriety that the 
first president and these apostles are living in violation of the law? 

Mr. Miner. It has not been understood until this investigation that 
they were then living or are now living in that relation, 

The Chairman. How is it now understood? 

Mr. Miner. Since this testimony came out, of course, it throws 
some light upon it. 

The Cha irman . What is the understanding now ? 

Mr. Miner, That they have been living in polygamy. 

The Chairman. And that they are now? 

Mr. Miner. And that some or them are now. 

The Chairman. Is it the general understanding, the general repu- 
tation, that the head of the church has ceased to live in polygamous 
cohabitation ? Is there any such reputation ? 

Mr. Miner. I did not know that he was so living until this testi- 
mony was brought out. 

The Chairman. That is all, 

Mr. Miner. Gf course it has been talked of for years that he was a 
polygamist, but the present condition I did not know of until this 
testimony brought it up. » 

Mr. Van Cott. You refer to John R. Winder as probably living 
ih polygamous cohabitation arid as an apostle. Is it not a fact that 
John R. Winder never has been an apostle, although he is one of the 
first presidency ? 

Mr. Miner. I do not know about that. I supposed he was one of 
the twelve. 
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Mr. Van Om. Is It not a fact also, if you know, that lie is not 



TESTmomr of ilus a. smith. 



Elxas A. Smith, being duly sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows : 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your age? 

Mr. Smith. Forty-seven years. v 
Mr. Van Cott. Where were you born? % 
Mr. Smith. Salt Lake City. 
\ Mr. Van Cott. You have always lived there I 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. ^ 

Mr. Van Cott. What position do you now hold in a business way? 
Mr. Smith. Cashier of the Deseret Savings Bank. 
Mr. Van Cott. Is that a bank in Salt Lake City? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you been cashier of that bank! 
Mr. Smith. Fifteen years, since its organization. 
Mr. Van Cott. Referring to the People's Party, were you a mem- 
ber of that party ? 
Mr. Smith. Twas. 

Mr. Van Cott. And for about how many years? 
Mr. Smith. From the time I was old enough to vote until its dis- 
solution. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were you active in it? 
Mr. Smith. I was. 

Mr. Van Cott. I assume, then, that you belong to the Mormon 
Church, as being a member of that party f 
Mr. Smith, f do. 
Mr. Van Cott. And you are now ? 
Mr. Smith. I am. 
Mr. Van Cott. Was your father? 
Mr. Smith. He was. 
Mr. Van Cott. Are you a polygamistf 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Have you ever been ? 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling your attention to the People's Party, were 
you present when the leaders of that party met to dissolve the organi- 



Mr. Smith, x was. I was the secretary of the People's Party at 
that time. 

Mj\ Van Cott. About how many persons attended that meeting? 
Mr. Smith. About 200 people. 

Mr. Van Cott. And the matter was discussed, I assume? 
Mr. Smith. It was. 

Mr. Van Cott. Where was that meeting held ? 

Mr. Smith. It was held in the Social Hall, on State street 
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Mr. Van Cott. Was the matter fully discussed t 

Mr. Smith. It was. ' 

Mr. Van Cott. State whether or not that was the meeting where 
the People's Party was officially dissolved, or where it was resolved 
officially to dissolve it 

Mr. Smith. It was. - 

Mr. Van Cott. In that meeting was there anything said, directly 
or indirectly, or anything voted to that effect, directly or indirectly, 
that certain persons should belong to the Democratic party and cer- 
tain persons to the Republican party, or that certain persons were to 
remain neutral, to vote either party ticket, as circumstances might 
dictate! , 

Mr. Smith. There was not It was distinctly stated and under- 
stood and discussed at that time—in fact, some parties conceived the 
idea that it was a plan to turn the People's Party holus-bolus over to 
the Democratic party (the Democratic™ rty to be organized), and 
some warm debate was entered into. The vote was that every mem- 
ber there warfree and instructed to affiliate himself with such of the 
national parties as he saw fit ^ * 

Mr. Van Cott. When was that meeting held ? 

Mr. Smith. It was held in the early part of the year 189L 

Mr. Van Cott. In politics, what are you ? 

Mr. Smith. I am a Democrat 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you always been! 

Mr. Smith. I have. 

JMfr. Van Cott. Hive you been active in the Democratic party since 
its organization? 

Mr. Smith. I have. , ' , , . ,. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did the manifesto lead up to this discussion of the 
parties! 

Mr. Smith. It did. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention to the manifesto, did you sup- 
port that! 
Mr. Smith. I did. 

Mr. Van Cott. In its letter and spirit! 
Mr. Smith. In its letter and spirit 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether any polygamists j and if so, 
to what general extent conformed to and obeyed the manifesto as to 
imlawfuf cohabitation? , , 

Mr. Smith. I believe the majority of them conformed to the spirit 
of the manifesto in regard to that matter. 
, Mr. Van Cott. Some did not! 

Mr. Smith. Some did not . 

Mr. Van Cott, When that manifesto was first issued, was it under- 
stood by the Mormon people that it applied to unlawful cohabitation! 

Mr. Smith. I did not so understand at that time, and the first 
intimation I had that it did conform to that condition was the inter- 
pretation made by President Wilford Woodruff. v 

Mr. Van Cott. How long was that after the manifesto was issued! 

Mr. Smith, Some two years. I believe. . 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you been active in business affairs in Salt 
Lake City! 

Mr. Smith. I have. 
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Mr. Van Cott. Have you had occasion to travel over different 
parts of the State V 
Mr* Smith. I have, 

Mr. YANCoTT. In what way,' generally! 

Mr. Smith. Do yon mean in recent years or previous to then? 

Mr. Van Cott. Both. 

Mr. Smith. At the inception of what is termed the territorial 
board of equalization, I was chairman, and traveled from one end of 
the State to the other, visited almost every county in it; and in the 
capacity of one of the members of the loan committee of our bank I 
travel around through the State looking at properties. 

Mr. Van Cott. During the People's Party time were you a mem- 
ber of the legislature? 

Mr. Smith. I was. 

Mr. Van Cott. How many times? 

Mr. Smith. Twice. I was twice a member of the upper house of 
the Utah legislature, and twice its presiding officer. 

Mr. Vak Qm. You were president of what they called the council ? 

Mr. Smith. The legislative council. 

Mr. Vak Cott. What is now the State senate? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir ; now the State senate. 

Mr. Van Cott. Does the Mormon Church hold a control in any 
business institution in Utah I 

Mr. Smith. As a church? 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes; as a church? 

Mr. Smith. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Van Co*tt. Does it in the Z. C. M. I. — the Zion Cooperative 
Mercantile Institution ? 
Mr. Smith. It does not. 

j£r. Vak Cott. Does it in the Zion Savings Bank and Trust Com- 
pany? 

Mr. Smith. It does not.* 
. Mr. Van Cott. Does it in any cl the sugar factories? 

Mr. Smith. It does not 

Mr. Vak Cott. Does it in any of the sugar factories in Idaho? 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. It has some interests in those corporations? 
Mr. Smith. I think it has some in all of them. 
Mr. Van Cott. I mean as a church. 
Mr. Smith. As a church. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mormons are stockholders in the corporations I 
have mentioned, and others ? 

Mr. Smith. They are. The stock is freely bought and sold upon 
the public market there. 

Mr. Van Corr. Do the Mormons, for instance, own a control of the 
Z. C M L ? 

Mr. Smith. I think they do. 

Mr. Van Corr. As individuals? 

Mr. Smith. As individuals. 

Mr. Van Cott. I was about to ask whether those stocks are sold in 
the open market in Salt Lake, at public sale, the same as stocks are 
sold in other cities? 

|V fr . Smith. They are sold upon the market, but not the same as in 
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other cities—that is, there is no stock exchange si which they are 
offered for sale. But the broken of the city have them for sale to 
any purchaser who wishes them. 

Mr. Van Cott. They are not offered on the floor of the exchange? 

Mr. Smith. Not on the floor of the exchange. 

Mr. Van Cott. There is a stock exchange mere! 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir ; but they are not quoted there. 

Mr. Yah Cott. That handles mining stocks only? 

Mr. Smith, Mining stocks only. 

Mr. Yak Cott. But these stocks are freely sold in the market! 
Mr. Smith. Thejvare. 

Mr, Van Cott. Bo you know, for instance, whether Gentiles own 
a considerable portion of the stock: in the Z. C. M. I. f 
Mr. Smith. They do; about 80 per cent 
Mr. VAh Cott. Thirty per cent! 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vak Cott. Calling attention to the Deseret National Bank, 
have you been closely affiliated with that? 
Mr. Smith. I have. 

Mr. Yam Cott. Is that in any sense a Mormon institution! 
Mr. Smith. It is not 

Mr. Yah Cott. Or the Deseret Savings Bank, with which you are 
connected! 

Mr. Smith. It is not 
, M** Vah Cott* Do Gentiles hold stock in those corporations! 

Mr. Smith. They do. 

Ur. Yah Cott. Are they on the board of directors? 
Mr. Smith. They are. 

Mr. Yah Cott. Are any Gentiles on the board of directors of the 

laM.i! 

Mr. Smith* Yes, sir. 

Mr. Yah Cott. Calling attention to the Zion Savings Bank and 
Trust Company, is that closely connected with the church? 
Mir. Smith. It is. 

Mr. Yah Cott. Does the church own a majority of stock in that 
institution t 

Mr. Smith. It does not ^ • 

Mr. Yah Cott. Who control the great majority of business in Salt 
Lake City, Gentiles or Mormons ? 
Mr. Smith. Do you refer to business houses? 
Mr. Yah Cott. res, 

Mr. Smith. Gentiles. . . , 

Mr. Yah Cott. Calling attention to business enterprises, is there 
any distinction made there, so far as you know, in organising and 
in executing them between Mormons and Gentiles? 

Mr. Smith. There is not 

Mr. Yah Cott. Is there a union! 

Mr. Smith* There is none. 

Mr. Yah Cott. I say, is there a union! 

Mr. Smith. Of interests? 

Mr. Yah Owt. Yes. 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir: there is. 

Mr. Yah Cott, Calling attention to the social olubs, are they united 
there, and so on! 
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Mr, Smith. At the present time they are, 

Mr, Van Cot?, How was it before the manifesto f 

Mr. Smith. There were very few Mormon members admitted to 
any social clubs in the city. In fact, there was only one there. 

Mr. Van Corr. The line was drawn sharply t 

Mr. Smith. Very sharply. 

Mr. Van Cott. Socially f 

Mr, Smith. Socially. 

Mr. Van Cott. Politically t 

Mr. Smith. Politically. 

Mr, Van Cott. And religiously t 

Mr. Smith. Tes, sir; and religiously. 

Mr. Van Cott. How is It now in all those particulars! 

Mr. Smith. There is a decided difference now. Mormons and non- 
Mormons mingle and associate together in social and business pur- 
suits. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention to the politics of the State, what 
is your opinion as to whether the Mormon people are independent in 
politics f 

Mr. Smith. I believe they are as independent as any people on the 
face of the earth. 

Mr. Van Cott. Does there exist there what are called "whisper- 
ings that is, that it is mentioned that So-and-so desires that a cer- 
tain result shall be accomplished! Have you heard such things as 
those! s 

Mr. Smith. I have, 

Mr. Van Cott. And what is the position of the Mormon voters 
when such things are circulated ! 
Mr. Smith. They resent it 

Mr. Van Cott. As a matter of fact, do some men who hold minor 
positions in the Mormon Church undertake to do such things! 
Mr. SMiTH/They do. 

Mr. Van Cott. And what is the effect on the vote where they have 
tried to do those things — whether it is resented or not ? 

Mr. Smith. It is resented. I do not believe it has ever had any 
effect 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you personally acquainted with Moses 
Thatcher! 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you known him! 
Mr. Smith. Twenty-five years. 
Mr. Van Cott. Intimately? 

Mr. Smith. Yes. He is vice-president of the bank of which I am 

cashier. . 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether the differences between him 
and the church was on account of his being a candidate for the United 
States Senate, or whether it was on account of other matters ? 

Mr. Smith. It was on account of other differences that existed be- 
tween Mm and the members of the quorum of which he was one. 

Mr. Tan Cott. Pertaining to religious matters or to political 
matters! 

Mr. Smith. Pertaining to religious matters. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you personally cognizant of those things! 

Mr. Smith. I am. 



844 BEXD SHOOT. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you any relation to Joseph F. Smitfe! 
Mr. Smith. I am ; yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. In what way t 
Mr. Smith. We are second cousins. 

Mr. Van Cotr And the same, I suppose, of John Henry Smith! 
Mr* Smith* Yes sir. 

Mr. Vak Cott. bo you know the reputation of Angus M, Gannon, 
jr., for veracity in the community in which he lives! 
Mr. Smith. I do. 
Mr. Van Cott. Is it good or bad! 
Mr. Smith. Bad. 

Mr. Van Cott. Would you believe him under oath! 

Mr. Smith. I would not, 

Mr. Van Cott. How long has it been bad? 

Mr. Smith. For the last twenty-five years. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention 

Mr. Smith. Excuse me. Not twenty-five years; I will say for the 
last twonty yearn I would not put it twenty-five. 

Mr. Van Com Calling attention to any rumors that you may have 
heard regarding alleged plural marriages since the manifesto,. I 
should like to know what is your position, and the position generally 
taken by the young Mormons on that question, and by all the Mor- 
moiw on that question? 

Mr. Smith. The position of the members of the Mormon Church is 
that it is in violation of the spirit of the manifesto and contrary to 
the law. 

The Chaibman. Whatisf ; 

Mr. Worthxnoton. Having plural wivyav 

Mr. Smith. Taking plural wives; and I have yet to talk with a 
Mormon who approves of it; and in every instance where I have 
talked with them it has been disapproved o^ in very strong terms. 

Mr. Van Cott. I suppose you have heard rumors of that kind ! 

Mr. Smith. I have. v ^ * « 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention to a type of case, illustrated by 
Charles E. Merrill's case, for instance, wholiad a plurality of wives 
before the manifesto. His legal wife died; and after the manifesto 
he did not marry a plural wife, or one of his plural wives, but he mar- 
ried a woman outside of his family. I will ask what is the position 
generally and the sentiment of the Mormons on that question? 

Mr. Smith. Disapproval. . . , . , , • 

Mr. Van Cott. What is the sentiment as to what thev should do I 

Mr. Smith. The sentiment is, in case a man has more than one wife, 
and his legal wife dies, that he should marry one of the other women, 
first in the order of their marriage subsequent 

Mr. Van Cott. I suppose there are instances where that has been 
done! 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. , , _ , A _ . 

Mr. Van Cott. And there have been instances where it has been 
violated? 
Mr. Smith. There have beem 

Mr. Worthinqton. Mr. Smith, if you have no objection, I should 
like to ask you a question on a line different from anything Mr. Van 
Cott has asked you. It appears that you are still a member of the 
Mormon Church! 
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Mir. Smith. I am. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you taken the endowments; have yott 
gone through the endowment ceremony at any timet 
Mr. Smith. I have. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Once or more than once? 
Mr. Smith. But once: well, for myself, but once. 
Mr. Worthington. When was that? 
Mr. Smith. That was in 1882. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you gone through since on behalf of some 
dead relative? 
Mr. Smith. I have. 
Mr. Worthinoton. How often? 
Mr. Smith. Twice. 
Mr. Worthinoton. How recently! 
Mr. Smith. Within the last two years. 

Mr, Worthinoton. I presume you would make the same objection 
to telling what that ceremony is, or any part of it, that other members 
of your church have? 

Mr. S% 7th. I would. 

Mr. WotfTjTTNOTON. Have you any objection to stating whether or 
not any such obligation is taken as is alleged here by a man named 
Wallis, in substance as follows. Those who take it agree to some- 
thing like this: 

« f hat you and each of you do promise and vow that you will never 
cease to importune high heaven to avenge the blood of the prophets 
upon this nation? " 

Mr. Smith. I should object to stating anything that occurred there, 
for or against, in that respect. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You would object to stating whet her that obli- 
gation was taken? 

Mr. Smith. I should object to stating. If I should state that or 
any other it would only lead up to other questions which I should 
decline to answer. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Your objection, then, to answering is that you 
would have. to go into it in full? 

Mr. Smith. It is. 

Mri Worthinoton. At this meeting when it was decided that the 
People's Party should be dissolved, do you remember any leading 
men who were there? 

Mr. Smith. I do. 

Mr, Worthinoton. Who? 

Mr. Smith. George Q. Cannon was present, John Henry Smith 
was present, F. S. Richards was present. There were so many I can 
not remember. Mr. F. S. Richards was presiding officer. 

Mr* Worthinoton. Was the agreement which you say was reached 
agreed upon by everybody? 

Mr. Smith. It was; and there was an immediate activity for prose- 
lyting among the members as to the political parties, Republican and 
Democratic. 

Mr. WoBrmmim. That is alL 

Mr. Tayubr. Mr. Smith are you an officer in all these corporations 
concerning which you have testified as to the activity and interest of 
the Mormon Church ? 

Mr. Smith. I am not 
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llr. Tatijbr. Who is the president of the Zion's Cooperative Mer- 
cantile Institution? < ■ 

Mr. Smith. Joseph F. Smith. 

The Chaibman.s The president of the church! 

Mr. Smith. He is president , ' , M 

Mr. Tatlbr. Is a majority of the board of directors made tip of 
apostles of the church? ■ - ^ , , _ 

Mr. Smith. I could not say that without looking it over, but I 
think possibly it is. 

Mr. Tatlbr. You think likely that is true? 

Mr. Smith. I think likely that is true. 

Mr. Tatlbr, I will read the list of directors and you name the 
apostles, or one of the presidency, as the case may be. The directors 
are Joseph F. Smith, H. J. Grant 

Mr. Smith. He is. 

Mr.. Tatlbr. J. R. Winder ! ■ 

Mr. Smith. Not an apostle. He is a member of the first presi- 
dency. 

Mr. Tatlbr. John Henry Smith! 
Mr. Smith. He is. 
Mr. Tatlbr. F. M. Lyman! 
Mr. Smith. He is. 
Mr. Tatlbr. Anthon H. Lund! 
' Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tatlbr. Beed Smoot! 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. ; 
Mr. Tatlbr. How many is that! 
Mr. Shith. I did not count them* 
Ifr. Tatlbr. H. Dinwoodey? 
Mr. Smith. He is not 
Mr. Tatlbr. A Mormon! 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tatlbr. P. T. Farnsworth! 
Mr. Smith. A Mormon, but not an apostle 
Mr. Tatlbr. J. R. Barnes? 
Mr. Smith. A Mormon, not an apostle* 
Mr. Tatlbr. William H. Mclntyre! 
Mr. Smith. Non-Mormon. 
Mr. Tatlbr. T. G. Weber? 

Mr. Smith. Mormon. . w A 

Mr. Tatlbr. Who is president of the State Bank of Utah! 
Mr. Smith. Joseph F. Smith. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Who is president of the Utah Sugar Company! 
Mr. Smith. Joseph F. Smith. . . 

Mr. Tatlbr. Who is president of the Consolidated Wagon and 
Machine Company! 
Mr. Smith. Joseph F. Smith. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Who is president of the Salt Lake and Los Angeles 
Bailroad Company! 
Mr. Smith. IJo not know that #w«-«.t 
Mr. Tatlbrt Who is president of the Salt Air Beach Company ! 
Mr. Smith. Ido not know that + t# Jir . , x , _ 
Mr. Tatlbr. Who is president of th« Consolidated Light and Kail- 
way Company! 
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Mr. Smith. Joseph F. Smith. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Does that control all the light and internal traffic of 
Salt Lake! 
Mr. Smith. It does. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Who ispresident of the Idaho Sugar Company! 

Mr. Smith. Joseph F. Smith. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Of the Inland Crystal Salt Company ? 

Mr. Smith. I do not know that 

Mr. Tatlbr. Of the Salt Lake Dramatic Association? 

Mr. Smith. Joseph F. Smith. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Of the Salt Lake Knitting Company ? 

Mr. Smith. I did not know it was a corporation ; I thought it was 
a private concern. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Joseph F. Smith is a director of the Union Pacific 
Railway? 

Mr. Smith. I believe he is. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Who owns the Deseret News, the newspaper? 
Mr. Smith. The Mormon Church. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Do you know whether Mr. Smith is an officer of the 
Bullion, Beck and Champion Mining Company ? 
Mr. Smith. I do not know. 

Mr. Tatlbr. What did ^u say was the reason why Moses Thatcher 
had trouble? I forget just the form of the question and of the 
answer. 

Mr. Smith. Whether it was political or religious, 
Mr. Tatlbr. Yqs. .. 

Mr. Smith. I said it was religious; the starting of it. 
Mr. Tatlbr, You said it was religious ? 
Mr. Smith. Religious differences. 

Mr Tatlbr. You stated that you made that statement as of per- 
sonal knowledge? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 
Mr Tatlbr. That it was religious? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbr. If there is any politics in it you denominate that poli- 
tics as religion? 
Mr. Smith. I do not. 

Mr. Tayi^br. Was there any politics in it? 

Mr. Smith. Politics entered into it later on, 

Mr* Tatlbr. Entered into it later on? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbr. He had only one trial? 

Mr. Smith. That is all. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Let me see if I can refresh your memory. 
Mr. Worthinoton. From what page are you about to read ? 
Mr. Tatlbr. Page 570, volume 1. He was tried before Angus M. 
Cannon, Joseph E. Taylor, and Charles W. Penrose. 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbr. High officials of the Mormon Church? 
Mr. Smith. The presidencey of the Salt Lake stake, 
Mr. Tatlbr. Exactly. That was the trial ? 
Mr. Smith. It was. 

Mr. Tatlbr. That was where the issue was raised? 
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Mr. Smith. It was. 

Mr, Tayler. I want to know whether you recall that this appeared 
in their decision : 

"We therefore decide that the charges against Brother Moses 
Thatcher have been sustained, and that in order to retain his stand- 
ing and fellowship in the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter- Day 
Saints he publish a statement to the satisfaction and approval of the 
presidency of this stake of Zion fully covering the following points, 
via: 

"That in taking the position that the authorities of the church, 
by issuing the declaration of principles on April 6, 189(5, acted in 
violation of pledges previously given and contrary to what they had 
published in the Peseret News and given to the Salt Lake Times, he 
was in error and in the dark." 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Now that manifesto of April 6, 1896, is the so-called 
political manifesto? 
Mr. Smith. It is. 

Mr. Tayler. So that you understand that? 

Mr. Smith, Yes; I do. 

Mr* Taylkr. I continue: ^ 

"That he now sees there is no conflict between that declaration 
and their former utterances in reference to political affairs.' 1 
Do you remember that? 
Mr. Smith. I do. 
Mr. Tayler. (Reading:) 

"That he was mistaken in conveying the idea that the church 
authorities desired and intended to unite church and state or to 
exercise undue influence in political affairs." 

Do yon remember that! 

Mr. Smith. I do. 

Mr. Tayler. (Beading:) 

"That wherein the public have been led to believe through his 
utterances that the leaders of the church were forging chains to bind 
the members of the church an impression was created which he did 
not intend and does not wish to prevail" 

Do you remember that! 

Mr. Smith. I do. 

Mr. Tayler (reading) : 

"That wherein he has placed the authorities of the church in a 
false position, however unintentionally, he has done them an injustice, 
and is ready to make such amends as fie in his power." 

Do you recall that! 

Mr. Smith. I da 

Mr. Tayler (reading) : 

"That he acknowledges the first presidency and council of the 
apostles as God's servants, as prophets, seers, and revelators, and 
their authority as supreme in the cnurch." 

Do you recall that? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler (reading) : 

44 That when one man is out of harmony with them in the enuneia- 
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tion of a rule for the guidance of the church he must submit to the 
rule or be regarded as not in full fellowship." 
Mr* Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Now, did not the whole controversy rage around 
this political manifesto ? 
Mr. Smith. Not entirely so. 
Mr. Tayler. Not entirely so t 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. * 

Mr* Tayler. I gathered from what you said that it did not rage 
at all around that ? 

Mr. Smith. I did not say so, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. But the question was purely religious? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir; I did not say that. What led up to it was 
religious. 

Mr. Tayler. What led up to it was purely religious? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Are you a member of the twelve apostles? 
Mr. Smith. I am not 

Mr. Tayler. You said you spoke of your own knowledge ? 
Mr. Smith^ I did. 

Mr. Tayler. Let us see what Moses Thatcher said. He replied, as 
shown on page 572, leaving out the introductory paragraphs: 

u My case has proven no exception to this general rule." 

This is the reply of Moses Thatcher to the high council 01 the 
council of the stake ? 

Mr. Smith. I do no,t remember. 

Mr. WoRTHi noton. That is what it is. 

Mr. Tayler. Cannon, Taylor, and Penrose. 

u When it came before the council for a hearing, I informed *you 
that I was seeking light and believed that the Lord would manifest 
it in the findings of that tribunal, having well-defined powers and 
competent jurisdiction. % 

"So when it determined and definitely decided that there existed 
no disagreement or conflict as between the .former authoritative pub- 
lic announcements respecting the individual liberty and personal 
political freedom of the members of the church and the announce- 
ments contained in the ' declaration of prinioples ' on the same sub- 
ject (except as defined in the latter document wherein certain prom- 
inent church officials are required to seek counsel before accepting 
political office or entering into other engagements that would inter- 
fere with obligations already made) there appeared to my mind the 
light earnestly prayed for, and under the guidance of which I can 
accept the 4 declaration of principles ' without stultifying myself. 
In accepting it, as defined by the council, I need violate none of the 
engagements heretofore entered into Under the requirements of party 
pledges respecting the political independence of the citizen who 
remains t un trammeled as contemplated in the guaranties of the State 
constitution. 

u Having repeatedly affirmed willingness to make amends where I 
have wronged my brethren in public utterances or otherwise while 
under misapprehension as to the true situation, and as you have 
informed me that I may do this by accepting your decision, and as 
that course would prevent arguments ana disputes as to whether or 

S.0oc.486,59~t,vol2 54 
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not I had complied in full with all requirements, t make the decision, 
just as you rendered it, a part of this communication, accept it by 
attaching my signature, affix it hereto, and authorize you to make it 
public in my manner you may deem proper." 

Now, that is the whole letter, except the introductory sentences. 

Mr. Smith. That is Mr, Thatchers letter. 

Mr. Tatler. That is Thatcher's letter? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir* 

Mr. Tatler. Bo you agree with Thatcher as to what was the con- 
troversy! 

Mr. Smith. I do not, entirely, in there. 
Mr. Tatler. You do not? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. It simmered down to that in the end. 

Mr. Tatler. Oh, it simmered down to that in the end ? 

Mr. Smith. CHherjmatters were explained and settled before that 
decision was rendered. 7 

Mr. Tatler. Then this matter over which the conflict really did 
rage to the point of a judgment by the court was inferior in impor- 
tance to the others. Is tha t it? 

Mr. Smith. They were explained 

Mr. Tatler. No; was it inferior to the others which were ex- 
plained? 
Mr. Smith. I do not think so. 
Mr. Tatler. You do not think so! 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr, Tatler. Then when you say that the controversy—or, as you 
originally said— the controversy between Thatcher and the church 
was not political, but religious, you spoke the truth, and you still 
adhere to it? 

Mr. Smith. I do. 

Mr. Tatler. I suppose so. 

And this, therefore, jjives your interpretation of what is religious 
and what is political ? - 
Mr. Smith. It does not* 

Mr. Tatler. What is this that is recited by this court, which I 
read toyou, and that is recited by Thatcher— political or religious f 
Mr. Smith. Religious; leading up to it 

Mr. Tatler. Now, then, you say. in the case of a marriage like 
Merrill's, where he had a plural wife and his legal wife died, and he 
subsequently married another, not the plural wife — did not legalize 
that marriage — that that to you is objectionable ? 

Mr. Smith. It is. 

Mr. Tatler. Is it any more objectionable to you because that 
marriage was performed by an apostle of the church? 
Mr. Smith. If o, sir. 
Mr. Tatler. Not a bit more? 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. You do not think it ought to occasion any more criti- 
cism of the church because the marriage was performed by an apostle 
of the church than if it had been performed by some stranger? 

MrrSMTTH. It could not be performed by some stranger. 

Mr. Tatler. It could not be performed by anybody but an apostle? 

Mr. Smith* No; I did not say that I said a stranger. 
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Mr. Tayler. T will hare to blueprint my words and explain them. 

Mr. Van (Dorr. Oh, no. You are indefinite in your questions 

Mr. Tayler. No, no. * 
- Mr. Van Coot. When you say " a stranger f n 
Mr. Tayler. I will have to diagram it for you also, Mr. Van Cott. 
Mr. Van Cott. I think I understand. 

Mr. Tayler. I mean by a stranger some one who is not full of 
knowledge of the fact : who is not an apostle of the church ; who is 
not a parent of one or the parties contracting the marriage; but by 
any person who may perform a marriage ceremony. 

Mr. Smith. I disapprove of it if performed by an apostle or any 
other person. 

Mr. Tayler, Yes, but you equally disapprove of it whether per- 
formed by one who is not an apostle or by an apostle f 
Mr* Smith. Yes^ sir. . 
Mr. Tayler. It is exactly of the same quality? 
Mr. Smith. It is so far as I am concerned. 

Mr, Tayler. The fact, then, that it is performed by a high official 
of the church is not more important than if performed by some one 
else? 

Mr. Smith. It is not 

Mr. Tayler. If Joseph F. Smith performed a plural marriage 
ceremony to-day, it would be no worse than if an elder of the church, 
authorized to solemnize marriages, performed it ? 

Mr. Smith. I do not believe it would. 

Mr. Tayler. You do not believe it would be? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. As a public act it would not be any worse? 
Mr. Smith. I do not think so; not in my eyes. 
Mr. Tayler. You say that after the manifesto the interpretation 
was given to it that unlawful cohabitation should cease? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. And many men obeyed it? 
Mr. Smith. They did. 
Mr. Tayler. Do you mean it? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. Tayler. What did they do — desert their wives? 

Mr. Smith. So far as cohabitation is concerned I believe they did. 

Mr. Tayler. Has any social cataclysm occurred on that account? 

Mr. Smith. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Tayler. Are they ostracized? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Were they unchurched! 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler, Were they held to be infamous! 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling your attention first to the Consolidated 
Wagon and Machine Company, is a majority of that stock owned in 
Utah or the East? 

Mr. Smith. I think it is held in Utah. 

J£r. Van Cott. Calling attention to the Union Pacific Railway, 
what is the case there! 



Mr. Smith. I do not believe there are 500 shares held in Utah. 

Mr. Yaw Cow. Calling attentiou i to the tltah Light and Railroad 
Company, is the majority of the stock held in Utah or in the East? 

Mr. Smith, I am not informed on that, but the company is so 
heavily bonded, and the bonds are held by eastern people and people 
in Europe, that the stock itself is practically worthless. 

Mr. yak Cott. Calling attention to the different sugar companies, 
is a majority of the stock owned by Gentiles I 

Mr. Smith. It is. 

Mr. Tayleb. I am perfectly willing to admit that all the stock, 
except the qualifying share of Joseph S\ Smith, is owned by Gentiles 
or outsiders. 

Mr. Van Cott. I will accept the statement of Mr. Tayler as to that 
fact Mr. Smith. 

Mr. Tayler. Of course I can not admit a thing to be true which is 
not true, but so far as the effect of it is concerned I have no objection 
to it, but I know nothing about it. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention now to Moses Thatcher, in your 
opinion, is he a bright, intelligent, well-informed man ? 

Mr. Smith. He is. 

Mr. Van Cott. He has reached years of discretion? 
Mr. Smith. He has. 

Mr. Van Cott. He has had much experience in the world! 
Mr. Smith. He has, indeed. 

Mr. Van Cott. After the matter was fought out between him and 
the church, do you know whether or not lie signed willingly his 
statement? 

Mr. Smith. He did; very willingly. 

Mr. Van Cott. And after he did so, I will ask you whether or not 
he stated in substance that it was in accordance with his reason and 
judgment? 

Mr. Smith. He did. 

Mr. Van Cott. And after Moses Thatcher so stated and so signed 
under such circumstances, did a few Gentiles still keep up the fight, 
claiming that he had not yielded according to his reason? 

Mr. Smith. They did. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Have you ever heard a rumor floating around Utah 
the last few months that Moses Thatcher had himself testified very 
fully before this committee? 

Mr. Smith. I knew he had, 

Mr. Tatlbr. That is all. 

The Chairman. Mr. Smith* iust a question. You say it was gen- 
erally understood that the so-called manifesto prohibited polygamous 
cohabitation? 

Mr. Smith. I say I did not understand it until President Wilford 
Woodruff put that interpretation upon it. 
The Chairman. Since that time you have so understood it? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; I have. 

The Chairman. You say there are no plural marriages now being 
consummated and that they have not been consummated since 1890? 
Mr. Smith. Not to my knowledge. ! 
The Chairman. When the young people protest against polygamy, 
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their protest does not refer, of course, to new marriages, but to polyga- 
mous cohabitation by those already living in polygamy ? 

Mr. Smith. I stated that the young, people protested against any 
new polygamous marriages. If you understood me otherwise, I do 
not wish to be understood that way. 

The Chairman. They protest against new polygamous marriages? 

Mr. Smith. They do. 

The Chairman. But they do not protest against those who were in 
polygamy in 1890 continuing to cohabit with their wives? 

Mr. Smith. They realize that a condition exists there that exists 
in no other part of the world- 

The Chairman, I say they do not protest against that? 

Mr. Smith. And they are perfoctly willing that death and time, 
which will eradicate all those things, shall take its course, and it will 
do so. 

The Chairman. Then, living in polygamy is not opposed by the 
young Mormons? 

Mr. Smith. The young Mormons would be ungrateful to condemn 
a condition in which their parents had entered, and where it exists 
to-day. 

The Chairman. Now, Mr. Reporter, will you repeat the question! 
The reporter read as follows: 

" The Chairman. Then, living in polygamy is not opposed by the 
young Mormons?" 

Mr. Smith. The young Mormons are not opposed to a continuation 
of the marriages that were performed prior to the manifesto. 

The Chairman. They are not opposed to persons who entered 
into that relation previous to 1890 continuing to cohabit with their 
several wives? 

Mr. Smith. I think there is a division of sentiment on that. I 
think the majority would be opposed to that. There are some who 
are not opposed to it. 

The Chairman. Yourself among the number? 

Mr. Smith. Myself among the number. 

The Chairman. Have you ever made a protest to the president 
of the church against his living in polygamy? 
Mr. Smith. I have not. 

The Chairman. You are one of the young Mormons, I should 

Smith. I would be classed as among the middle-aged. 

The Chairman. Do you know of any movement on the part of 
the young Mormons to protest against this polygamous cohabitation 
by the head of the church and the apostles? 

Mr! Smith. I do not 

The Chairman. You know of no movement of that kind? 
Mr. Smith. I do not. ' 

The Chairman. You are aware of the fact that the president Of 
the church is living in polygamous cohabitation, I suppose? 
Mr. Smith. I believe that to be a fact. 

The Chairman. And you have never protested to him that he 
ought not to do that? 
Sir. Smith. I have not. 
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The Chammah . X understood jwm tp *»y that you had taken (fa 
endowments, but that you declined to state their character! 
Mr. Smith I do. 

The Chaibman. Why t , .■ 

Mr. Smith. I have conscientious scruples against it . * ; . ^ 
The Chaibman. Is there anything in that ceremony which the 
world ought not to know? 

Mr. Smith* There is nothing in that ceremony, so far as I am 
concerned, that the world couUfnot know. 
The Chaibman. Why is it concealed ? s 
Mr. Smith. I am under obligations not to reveal it, and I have 
conscientious scruples against it. . 

The Chaibman. I will not press the question. I suppose you 
would not feel at liberty to state anything in relation to that cere- 
mony? 

Mr. Smith. I prefer not to ^. ^ . . , . < 

The Chaibman. There is no distinction in business matters be- 
tween the Mormons and Gentiles out there! . ■ 

Mr. Smith. There is not I ■•will say this, so far as the bank of 
which I am cashier is concerned, that at least 40 per cent of the 
stock is held by non-Mormons, and at least one-half of my depositors 
are non-Mormons. . 

The Chaibman. It is worth while, I suppose, to secure the support 
of Mormons in business matters? 4 

Mr. Smith. I have never sought it 

The Chaibman. Is it worth while? 

Mr. Smith. I do not believe it is. . . . 

The Chaibman. So that they could be ignored entirely! 

Mr. Smith. They could. 

The Chaibman. I suppose Gentiles out there like to make money 
as well as Gentiles elsewhere? • • „ x , 

Mr. Smith. They da Human nature exists all over the world 
'the same. ■ ; . 

The Chaibman. Do you know of the church, as a church, making 
■nv protest or taking any action against polygamous cohabitation 1 

Mr. Smith. I was not present, but T believe a resolution was offered 
by Joseph F. Smith at a late conference to that effect 

The Chaibman. Against polygamous cohabitation ? • 

Mr. Smith. I would not say polygamous cohabitation. 1 do not 
recall the article. I was not present and did not hoar it 

The Chaibman. It would hardly be that 

Mr. Smith. Whatever it was-— - # 

The Chaibman. Inasmuch as he is living in polygamy himself I 

Mr. Smith. I do not myself think it was that 

The Chairman. No, I suppose not 

Mr. Tayumt. Did you say you were related to John Henry 

Smith? # 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. .= . 
Mr. Tatlbb. You are his half brother! 
Mr. Smith. I am his second cousin. 

Mr. TATum, Whose son are you! ■ : ■ Al _ 

Mr. Smith. Ellas Smith, My father! John Henry Smith's father, 
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and Joseph F. Smith's father were three cousins, sons of three 
brothers* 

Mr. Tatler. And Joseph Smith was what relation to jour grand- 
father! 

Mr. Smith. The prophet Joseph! 
Mr. Tayijbs. Yea 
Mr. Smith. He was his nephew. 
Mr. Tatler. Your father's cousin! 
Mr. Smith. My father's cousin. 

Mr* Tayleb. Is Joseph F. Smith connected with your bank! 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbr. As a stockholder or director ! 
Mr. Smith. No, sir. 
Mr. Tatler. That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. You spoke, Mr. Smith, of Mormons not protesting 
against unlawful cohabitation. I will ask you whether Gentiles gen- 
erally in the State, since the manifesto, have protested against the 
continuance of those relations! 

Mr. Smith. They have not 

Mr. Van Cott. Some few have! 

Mr. Smith. Some few have. * 

Mr. Vak Cott. And have a few Mormons also done so! 
Mr. Smith. I can not recall them. 

Mr, Van Cott. Outside of the actual protests of some Mormons 
against the continuance of these relations, I will ask you if there is a 
sentiment among some of the Mormons against the continuation of 
unlawful cohabitation ! 

Mr. Smith. There decidedly is. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

Senator Foraker. is there anything in any obligation of the church 
which it imposes upon its members, in connection with marriage or 
any other occasion/inconsistent with fidelity as citizens to the national 
Government and the State government! 

Mr. Smith. There is not 

The Chatrman. Now, Mr. Smith,' having stated that there is noth- 
ing in the obligation that is inconsistent with one's duty to the State 
and nation, will you state what the obl igation is ? 

Mr. Smith. There is a decided difference between stating what does 
occur and what does not occur, in my judgment. 

The Chairman. Will you state what does occur, and let the com- 
mittee judge ? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir; I can not. 

Senator Foraker. Is there anything at all on that subject? 

Mr. Smith. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Van Cott. I will ask you 

Mr. Smith. I may have misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. Van Cott. I thought you did, and that is the reason why I 
called your attention to Senator Foraker's question. I will ask the 
stenographer to read it 

The reporter read as follows : 

a Senator Foraker. Is there anything at all on that subject ! * 
Senator Forakje*. As to the duties of citizenship ! 
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Mr. Smith. No ; sir. 

Mr. Taylbb. Did you hear Mr. Dougall testify here! 
Mr. Smith. I did. 

Mr. Taylbb. Did yon hear him say that the vow was that they 
should avenge the blood of the prophets, or something of that kind, 
against this generation ? 

Mr. Smith. I heard Mr. Dougall testify to it 

Mr. Taylbb. You heard himF 

Mr. Smith. I did. 

Mr. Taylbb. Is there any such thing as that in the obligation f 
Mr. Smith. I decline to state. 
Mr. Taylbb. What? • 
Mr. Smith. I decline to state. 

Mr. Taylbb. You decline to state whether there is anything of that 
kind in it? 
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Taylbb. That is what I thought 

The Ch a ibm an. Did I understand you to say something to the 
effect that the general sentiment in Utah is in favor of the continuance 
of the practice of polygamous cohabitation? 

Mr. Smith. I did not. I said I thought it was against it, so far as 
I am concerned. 

The Chaibman. Is it the general sentiment not to interfere with it? 
Mr. Smith. I do not think it is. 

The Chairman. You do not think there is such a sentiment? 

Mr. Smith. I think the sentiment is that it should be stopped. 

The Chaibman. Is there any sentiment against prosecuting for that 
offense? ... V 

Mr. Smith. I do not know as to that I know there are a great 
many officials of the State who are cognizant of the facts, and they do 
not proceed against it 

The Chaibman. Do you know within your own knowledge of in- 
stances where prosecutions have been instituted for polygamous 
cohabitation against those who entered into the marriage before 1890? 

Mr. Smith. Not of recent years; 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know of Angus M Cannon being fined in 
the district court in Salt Lake City ? 
Mr. Taylbb. When? 

Mr. Van Cott. I was going to ask him that next 
Mr. Smith. I can not recall it definitely. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know that down in Judge McCarty's^dis- 
trict within the last few years men have been fined for unlawful co- 
habitation ? 

Mr. Smith. I do not 

Mr. Van Cott. You do not say it is not a fact? 

Mr. Smith. I would not say it is not a fact 

Mr. Van Cott. You do not say that it is not a fact that within 
the last few years, too, Angus M. Cannon and quite a number of 
others were fined for unlawful cohabitation? 

Mr. Smith, I would not I do not just recall it 
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TESTIHOHT Of WILLIAM P. OHEABA. 

William P. O'Meara, being duly sworn, was examined, and testi- 
fied as follows: 
Mr. Van Cott. Were you born in Utah ? 

Mr. O'Meara. Noj sir; I am a Sucker. I was born in Illinois. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you live to manhood in Illinois! 

Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Engaged in business there? 

Mr. O'Meaka. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. When did you go to Utah? 

Mr. O'Meara. I went to Utah in 1890. 

Mr. Van Cott. Has that been your home since! 

Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you belong to the Mormon Church? 
Mr. O'Meara. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you ever been a member of that church! 
Mr. O'Meara. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you belong to some other church ? 

Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir; I am a Catholic. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you been in business in Salt Lake? 

Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir. 
* Mr. Van Cott. When you went to Utah in 1890, did you or not 
find the Mormons and tne Gentiles separated religiously, socially, 
and politically by sharp dividing lines? 

Mr. O'Meara. I went there the 1st of March, just at the time of 
the Liberal victory, as it was known, when the Gentiles got control 
of the city of Salt Lake. That was the last election of the People's 
Party I believe. 

Mr. Van Cott. Could you answer my question as to what you 
found there in the particulars mentioned ? 

Mr. O'Meara. I found the Mormons in what is known as the 
People's Party and the Gentiles in what is called the Liberal party 
when I first went there. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you find that good feeling existed, or bitter 
animosity? 

Mr. O'Meara. More so than I found in political organizations at 
the time anywhere. 

Mr. Van Cott. How was the feeling there, whether it was friendly 
or bitter ? 

Mr. O'Meara. No, sir; very bitter toward one another. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were you there when the manifesto was issued 1 

Mr. O'Meara. I believe I was. 

Mr. Van Cott. I wish you would indicate in just a general way 
how rapidly, if at all, conditions changed ? 

Mr. O'Mrara. Since the division on party lines, and also since 
the school question has been settled, tne Mormons, the younger 
Mormons with whom I associate, have divided and are trying, as I 
see, to live up to the law, and so far as I know, so far as the manifesto 
is concerned:, I believe they take it as a commandment from the 
church and are keeping it 
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Mr. Van Cott. What do you find their sentiment to be as to con- 
tracting new plural marriages since the manifesto ? 

Mr. O'Meara. Since this trial has commenced I hare talked with 
considerable of the younger members, especially my bookkeeper, who 
is a young Mormon, and they would be willing, .as they say them- 
selves, to nave a law passed making it an offense to be punished by 
the United States Government itself They are opposed to it. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that the general sentiment among the younger 
Mormons? 

Mr. O'Meara. Tea, sir; among the ones I associate with; a good 
many of them. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention to rumors of polygamous mar- 
riages since the manifesto, have you heard such rumors? 

Mr. O'Meara. Those things, of course, appear in the papers and 
are talked of on the street corners, and so on ; out generally we do not 
pay any attention to them. 

Mr. Van Cott. Why — because they are generally found to be true 
or untrue ? 

Mr. O'Meara. So far as I am concerned, I never bother about it; I 
never look into it. It is the same way with most all the Gentiles 
there in business. As I have not been there for missionary purposes, 
I do not investigate anything of the kind. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention to the sentiment that has been 
testified to as against prosecuting men who live in unlawful cohab- 
itation, where the marriages were contracted prior to the manifesto, 
do you know of such sentiment amongst the Gentiles ? 

Mr. O'Meara. Generally speaking, from what the old Gentiles that 
I have talked with say, they have taken it that they are older men, 
men about to pass away now, men who went there as pioneers, and 
who went through a great deal of hardship, and so on, and who have 
had a great deal to contend with in their early lives — they believe 
that by letting them alone they would sooner die out than to make 
more trouble. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know Joseph F. Smith personally? 
Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know some members prominent in the 
Mormon Church? 
Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is the sentiment there, and your own opinion, 
as to the sincerity of Joseph F. Smith to keep the church out of poli- 
tics, to do away with new polygamous marriages and to prohibit 
them, and also of his resolution and ability to execute what you 
believe is his good faith in the matter? 

Mr. O'Meara, So far as Joseph F. Smith is concerned interfering 
in politics, I think it is generally understood that when Gentiles, or 
even Mormons, go to him for support they get anything but encour- 
agement: and as far as carrying out his own intentions is concerned, 
Inave always found him in a Business way — in the business I have 
had to do with him — a very fair, honest, and conscientious man. So 
far as carrying out the mandates of the church, of course I know 
nothing about that 
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Mr. Van Cott. In politics have you been active? 

Mr. O'Meara. Well, I thought so ? all the time; I tried to be. 

Mr. Van Cott. In what district m Utah ? 

Mr. O'Meara. In what precinct ? 

Mr, Van Cott. No ; whether in Salt Lake City or not ? 

Mr. O'Meara. In Salt Lake City ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. What have you observed regarding the constancy of 
Mormon voters in adhering to their party lines? 

Mr. O'Meara. I find in my precinct that they are very strong on 
both sides. I find also that among the young Republicans with whom 
I associate, if thev line up one way or the other, either against a 
man or for him, they just stay with him as long as the Gentiles do, 
or against him, as the case may be. I have been with young Mormons 
and nave defeated Mormons for delegates to the convention and also 
defeated them in the convention j also the same with Gentiles. My 
precinct, the precinct in which I live, though, is of course considerably 
Gentile. 

Mr. Tatler. What is that ? 

Mr. O'Meaiua. There are a great many more Gentiles in my voting 

Srecinct; only a couple, three blocks. That was on account of Mr. 
[eath living there with me— right next to us. 
Mr. Van Cott. Do you know Reed Smoot? 
Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir ; I do, personally. 
Mr. Van Cott. How long have you known him? 
Mr. O'Meara. About eight or ten years. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you known him by reputation also in the 
State? 

Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir. t 
Mr. Van Cott. State whether or not he has been prominent m Re- 
publicanpolitics in Utah since the division on party lines. 
Mr. O'Meara. He has been most decidedly so. 

Mr. Van Cott. Can you say, in a general way- 

Mr. O'Meara. Especially now, during what he called, or some other 
people called, " the silver craze." Mr. Smoot was a decided Repub- 
lican,, maintained it, and kept with it, and kept up the Republican 
principles; and a Republican in Utah at that time was not very 
popular, and he did not go off on the craze — what they called " the 
silver craze "—like the men who are now running this fight and other 
fights, presenting these silver loving cups to William J. Bryan 
and others. He remained in the Republican party. 

Mr. Van Cott. He was then what was unpopular in Utah— a Gold- 
bug? 

Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir; to the masses, you might say. The Silver, 
or Democratic party carried about 50,000 majority at the time. It 
generally does not go only about 2,500. 

Mr. Van Cott. Before Mr. Smoot became a candidate for United 
States Senator, at that time and just before, was he prominent in 
Republican politics for that position ? 

Mr. O'Meara, Yes, sir. , 

Mr. Van Cott. What do you know about some of the men who are 
now opposing him supporting him at that time for United States 
Senator when he was an apostle j 
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Mr, O'Meara. Of course I not know who is opposing. I do not 
know really whom you refer to. But I know he was conceded to be 
the candidate during the entire election that fall, and even two years 
before he was talked of as a candidate, but for reasons withdrew and 
did not appear, with the distinct understanding among the party 
workers that he would the following two years become a candidate. 
And I know this, that men who were prominent in the Republican 
party worked in the primaries to elect delegates to the county con- 
vention that nominated the legislators, and also prominent in th*» 
convention to elect men to the legislature, with the understanding 
at that time that that party or slate, as you might call it, would vote 
for Mr. Smoot for United States Senator, and those people, too, were 
prominent Gentiles. I worked with Mr. Perry Heath, who lived 
next door to me. We both worked for the same delegate. 
Mr. Van Cott. He is a Gentile ? 
Mr. O'Meara. He is reputed to be so; yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Anyone else? 
Mr. O'Meara. All around my precinct there. 
Mr. Van Cott. Did other prominent Gentile Republicans work 
along for that ticket f 

Mr. O'Meaba. I saw Mr. Critchlow in the convention. I saw Mr. 
Lipman, who is now the manager of the Tribune, a very prominent 
man in that convention. It was conceded in almost all the conven- 
tions at that time that there was a slate, and the slate went through. 
The Chairman. Did Mr. Critchlow support Mr. Smoot? 
Mr. CMeara. He supported the majority of that legislative 
ticket He may have opposed one or two men, but I do not think he 
made such a very big objection to the slate as it went along. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were you in the convention that nominated the 
Republican legislators in Salt Lake County? 
Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And Mr. Critchlow moved to make the nomina- 
tion of the legislators unanimous? 
Mr. O'Meara. I forget now. I do not remember. 
Mr. Van Cott. He so testified. 

Mr. O'Meara. If he so testified, it is a fact. He was there, I 
know* He made a speech or two. I do not remember the motions 
he made. 

Mr. Van Cott. In that convention some supported George Suth- 
erland for United States Senator? 

Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir. Before I came away I noticed an article 
in the Tribune of an occurrence at the State convention at Ogden, 
that met to nominate the supreme judge and the Congressman. That 
was, I- think, in August or September. 

Mr. Worthington. What year? 

Mr. O'Meara. That was two years ago, the year that the legisla- 
ture was nominated. 
Mr. Worthington. 1902 ? 

Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir. The Democratic paper, the Herald, re- 
ferred to what was known as the two classes, the Kearns-Smootites 
against the Sutherland-Howell ites. There were two classes. It 
went on also to refer to Mr. Smoot opening headquarters in Ogden 
during that convention. V - ' . " ■ 
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By the way, Senator Beveridge was there at the time and delivered 
an address at the convention. I suppose he knew that fact, also. 

Mr. Van Cott. I will ask you as to the 9 Democratic party in that 
campaign, whether it was understood that Mr. Smoot, who was an 
apostle, would be a candidate for United States Senator. What 
did the Democrats make the most prominent part of their campaign 
in the State! 

Mr. O'Mbara. I think it was opposition to Mr. Smoot, if I am not 
mistaken. I do not remember- 

Mr. Van Cott. It was Smoot and anti-Smoot? 

Mr. O'Mbara. . Yes, sir ; Smoot and anti-Smoot. That was all there 
was in the county convention. It was Smoot and anti-Smoot. That 
is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. So that that point was well understood when Mr. 
Critchlow moved to make the nominations unanimous? 
Mr. O'Mbara. Yes ; sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did Mr. C. E. Allen speak on the stump for the 
Republican ticket? 
Mr. O'Mbara. I am almost certain he did. 
Mr. Van Cott. Did Mr. Critchlow? 
Mr. O'Mbara. I think he did also. 

Mr. Van Cott. I call your attention to a petition which I hand you, 
and ask you to just glance down the list or names of those who have 
signed it. , 

(Mr. O'Meara examined the petition.^ 

Mr. Van Cott. We should like to have the reporter mark this as an 
exhibit for identification. 

The petition was marked " Exhibit O'Meara." 

Mr. Van Cott. I desire to call your attention to a few of the names 
on the exhibit. The first is that of R. N. Baskin. 

Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Va*n Cott. Up to the first Monday in this month was ♦he chief 
justice of the supreme court of Utah ? 

Mr. O'Mbara. Yes, sir; also formerly, when I was in the city coun- 
cil, mayor of the city for two years. 

Mr. Tayler. I Tjope you will not keep us in suspense about what 
this petition is. Why do you not read it first ana then go on? I 
make no objection, however. 

Mr. Worthington. The paper probably ought to be presented to 
the Senate first. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is the reason we had it marked. It is in sub- 
stance a petition to seat Reed Smoot in the Senate. But I want to call 
attention to the character of the men who signed it. 

Mr. Tatler. I wanted to get the character of the paper. 

The petition referred to is as follows : 

" To the President and Members of the Senate of the United States: 
"We, the undersigned, resident citizens and qualified electors of 

the State of Utah, do hereby respectfully represent — 
" That Hon. Reed Smoot was duly elected a Senator of the United 

States to represent Utah, and is fully qualified for the office. 
" That he is the undoubted choice of the electors of Utah for the 

position, 
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u We therefore respectfu^ he be permitted to remain 

& memtter of your honorable Dody. 

Heber M. Wells., govei^rR, N. Baskin, chief Justice 
supreme court; W. M. McCarty, associate justice su- 
preme court; M. A, Breedon, attomey-generol ; Sam- 
uel W. Stewart, judge distnct a)urt; C. W. Morse, 
judge district court fW. H. Dickson, former United 
States district attorney; J, R. Walker, banker and 
merchant; W. J, McCormick, banker; C. E. Loose, 
manager Grand Central Mining Company ; Dennis 
C. Eichnor, district attorney ; Arthur Pratt, super- 
visor of census; Geo* T. Odell, manager Consolidated 
Wagon and Machine Company; J. T. Kingsbury, 

g resident University of Utah; John E. Bagley, at- 
>rney at law; Arnold G.Giaugue, president board 
of education, Salt Lake City, Utah; D. H. Peery, 
broker and capitalist; J. K. Gillespie, real estate 
broker; Ralph Guthrie, broker ; Jacob Moritz, presi- 
dent Salt Lake Brewing Company; W. H. Bancroft, 
vice-president and manager Oregon Short Line Rail- 
road; Charles De Moisy, State statistician ^Arthur 
Brown. ex-Senator United States; Geo. Y. Wallace, 
capitalist; J. J. Thomas- city councilman : F. H. 
Officer, assayer; R. H. Officer, assayer ; J. W. Hat- 
field, mining broker; William Hatfield, mining bro- 
ker; Hiram E. Booth, attorney jJM. L. Ritchie, for- 
mer judge district court; D. H. Wenger, attorney; 
M. R. Brothers, former deputy collector of customs at 
Washington, D. G ; W, JJ Meeks, county recorder; 




James Chipman, banker; R. B. Whittemore, fire in- 
surance; P. P. Christensen, former Republican State 
chairman; Axel H. Steele, deputy sheriff; L. R. 
Rogers, lawyer, former Republican national com- 
mitteeman; W. R. White, assistant attorney-general; 
Fred. J. Leonard, former county collector of taxes. 

Mr. Van Corr. Do you know Mr. Baskin personally! 

Mr. O'Mbaea. I do. # 

Mr. Van Corr. Have vou known him for many years? 

Mr. O-Meara. For ten years, anyway. • 

Mr. Van Corr. What is his reputation as to being weak-backed 
and weak-kneed on the Mormon question? 

Mr. CMbaba. It is anything but that^ _ # , 

Mr. Van Corr. Calling attention to William H. Dickson, formerly 
United States district attorney, I will ask you who conducted the 
great majority of the prosecutions against polygamy and unlawful 
cohabitation m the Territory of Utah ? , . 

Mr. O'Meara. When I went to Utah Judge Dickson was then 
prosecuting attorney, with Mr. Varian as assistant He was very 
vigorous, as in other things that he undertakes. 
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Mr. Van Cott. I do not think it is worth while to pursue those 
names in detail 

Mr. O'Meara. One prominent man whose name I see there is Mr. 
McCormick, considered to be the greatest banker in the West— in Salt 
Lake City or anywhere else. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you see any Mormon names there? 

Mr. O'Meara. I see the name of Governor Wells at the head of it. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention to the Gentiles, I >vill ask you 
whether they stand high in the estimation of the community of Utah ? 

Mr. O'Meara. They do, and everywhere else with people who come 
in contact with them. 

At 11 o'clock and 50 minutes a. m. the committee took a recess until 

1.80 o'clock p. m. 

i 

AFTER RECESS. 

The committee reassembled at the expiration of the recess. 
TESTIMOHT OF WILLIAM P. O'MEARA- Continued. 

William P. O'Meara, having been previously ^worn, was exam 
hied and testified as follows : 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. O'Meara, are the stocks of the Z. C. M. I. and 
other corporations in Salt Lake City, in which Mormons own consid- 
erable interest or a controlling interest, sold in open market? 

Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir. 

Mr/ Van Cott. And bought and dealt in by Gentiles the same as 
other stocks ? 

Mr. O'Meara. Well, the Z. C. M. I, is considered the best invest- 
ment in the way of a mercantile stock in that country, as it generally 
pays a dividena of 8 per cent. That is picked up by Gentiles when- 
ever it can be bought—whenever it is offered. 

Mr. Van Cott. In a general way, were you familiar with the last 
city election in Salt Lake City ? 

Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was the result there, namely, the eloction of the 
Democratic ticket, in any way attributable, in your opinion, to the 
Mormon Church? 

Mr. O'Meara. No, sir; none whatever. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know the retiring governor of the State of 
Utah? 

Mr. O'Meara. Governor Wells? Yes, sir; personally. 
Mr. Van Cott. He is a Mormon ? 
Mr. O'Meara. Yes, sir ; so I believe. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention to the sentiment expressed by nil 
of the Gentile papers with which you are familiar^ ana with all the 
Gentiles, I wish you to state briefly what is the sentiment and opinion 
regarding Governor Wells's administration ? 

Mr. O^Meara. Well, sir, he was admired by everyone, both Demo- 
crats and Republicans, and he is universally liked by all. The prin- 
cipal opposition was, 1 think, of most people — of the ones that wore 
against him — on the around of a third term. That was one of the 
principal reasons, ana I think the only reason, he was opposed. 
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month! 

Mr. CMeara. Yes, sir — nine years. 

Mr, Van Cott. Take the witness, Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayjler. I have nothing to ask. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all, T&r. CMeara. 

The Chairman. Who is your next f 

Mr. Van Cott. Judge Morse. 

T38TM0HY OF CHARLES W. MQESB. 

Charles W. Morse, being duly sworn, was examined and testified 
as follows: 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your name, Mr. Morse! 

Mr. Morse. Charles W. Morse. 

Mr. Van Cott. Where do you reside! 

Mr. Morse. At Salt Lake City, Utah. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you resided there t 

Mr. Morse. Sixteen years. 

Mr. Van Cott. And what is your home State! 

Mr. Morse. I am a native of Illinois. 

Mr. Van Cott. And you lived there until about when! 

Mr. Morse. 1870. 

Mr. Van Cott. Since you have been in Utah have you followed 
anv profession ? ; 
Mr. Morse. Yes, sir ; I have been a practicing lawyer. 
Mr. Van Cott. Are you a member of the Mormon Church! 
Mr. Morse. No, sin 
Mr. Van Cott. Have you ever been! 
Mr. Morse. I have never been. 
Mr. Van Cott. Are you a member of any church ! 
Mr. Morse. I am. 
Mr. Van Cott. Which one ! 
Mr. Morse. The Methodist Church* 

Mr. Van Cora Do you also hold some official position in Utah! 

Mr. Morse. I have been one of the judges of the third judicial dis- 
trict for the last four years. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is a court of general jurisdiction next to the 
supreme court of the State, is it ! 

Mr. Morse. It is. 

Mr. Van Cott. And it embraces what counties ! 
Mr. Morse. The counties of Salt Lake, Tooele, and Summit 
Mr. Van Cott. Did you know Dennis C. Eichnor in his lifetime! 
Mr. Morse. I did, very well. 

The Chairman. Does the Judge hold that position now! 
Mr. Van Cott. Do you hold that position now ! 
Mr. Morse. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is this your second term ! 
Mr. Morse. It is. 

Mr. Van Cott. What was the length of your first term! 

Mr. Morse. Four years. 

Mr* Van Cott. WW did it begin! 
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Mr. Morse. II began the first Monday in January, 1901. 
Mr. Van Coot. And it lasted until the first Monday in January of 
this year? 
Mr. Morse. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And now you are serving the second term ? 
Mr. Morse* Yes, sir., 

Mr. Van Cott. And it will extend to the first Monday in January, 
nineteen hundred and — - 
Mr. Morse. And nine. 
Mr. Van Cott. 1909 ? 
Mr. Morse. YeSiSir. 

Mr. Van Cott. bid you know Dennis C. Eichnor in his lifetime? 

Mr, Morse. Yes, sir ; very well. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was he a Gentile? 

Mr. Morse. He was. 

Mr. Van Cott. And always had been! 

Mr. Morse. Yes,sir. 

Mr. Van Cott* Was he a practicing lawyer? 
Mr. Morse. He was. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did he hold any official position at the time of his 
death? 

Mr. Morse. He was the district attorney for that district 

Mr. Van Cott. And that is the 

Mr. Morse. The third judicial district. 

Mr. Van Cott. As prosecutor of criminal cases for the three coun- 
ties you have mentioned? 
Mr. Morse. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were you one of the judges of the district court at 
the time a grand jury was called to investigate certain rumors in 
regard to new polygamous marriages? 

Mr. Morse. I was. There was a special grand jury called during 
the time I have been on the bench* t1 

The Chairman. We can not quite hear you. 

Mr. Morse. There was a special grand jury called in 1903, but not 
for the special purpose of investigating that question, Mr. Van Cott. 

Mr. Van Cott. Uh. It was that among other things? 

Mr. Morse, Yes, sir. ii 

Mr. Van Cott. Had there ever been a grand jury called in Salt 
Lake County since statehood before this grand jury? 

Mr. Morse. Yes, sir; I think so— at the time of the Bacon Bank 
failure. I think that was since statehood. 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes; that is right. Do you know of any of her 
instance? 

Mr. Morse. No Other, I think. 

Mr. Van Cott. It is a rare thing, then? 

Mr. Morse. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was the grand jury that investigate! th< later 
matters that have been referred to, impaneled under yovr ; : <v.' *idiate 
supervision ? 

Mr, Morse. Yes, sir. I was presiding in the. criminal division at 
that time. 

Mr. Van Cott. I call your attention to a certified copy of what pur- 
ports to be a report of the grand jury. Do you remember the names 
attached to that as grand jurors? 

S. Doc. 486, 69-1, vol 2 55 
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Mr. Morse. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Who was foreman of the grand jury t 
Mr. Moras* Mr. L. E. Hall. 
Mr. Van Cott. Do you know him personally ! 
Mr. Morse. I do. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is he a .Mormon or a Gentile? 
Mr. Morse. He is a Gentile, 

Mr. Van Cott. And what is his standing in the community as to 
being fearless, independent, and honest? 
Mr. Morse. His standing is very high in the community. 
Mr, Van Cott. Take the next gentleman. 

Mr. Morse. Mr. C. F. ,Keith was the clerk of the grand jury. 
His name is the next on the report. 
Mr. Van Cott. Was he a Mormon or a Gentile ? 
Mr. Morse. He was a Gentile. 

Mr. Van Cott. What would you say as to his standing! 

Mr. Morse. His standing was good in the community. 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes. The next gentleman t > ■ 

Mr. Morse. Mr. B. F. Oatman. 

Mr. Van <>rt. Do you know what he was? 

Mr. Morse. He was a Gentile. ;"> • 

Mr. Van Cott. And the next? 

Mr. Morse. P. Pugsley, jr. 

Mr. Van Cott; What was he? 

Mr. Morse. He was a man of a Mormon family, but my under- 
standing is that he had not been a member of the Mormon Church 
for some time prior to that. 

Mr. Van Cott. And the next gentleman? 

Mr. Morse. Mr. Charles V. Anderson. He is a Mormon. 

Mr. Van Cott. And the next? 

Mr. Morse. John T. Gabbott— a Mormon. 

Mr. Van Cott. Does that end it? 

Mr. Morse. J. M. Weiler— a Mormon. I have, since the impanel- 
ing of the grand jury, learned that these gentlemen were Mormons. 
I did not know at the time what their religious views were. 

Mr. Van Cott. At that time? ' ■:" 

Mr. Morse. At that tame, except in the case of Mr. Hall. I knew 
him well. " ' f 

Mr, Van Cott. Were any of them reputed to be polygamists at the 

time? 

Mr. Morse. No, sir. - ^ , ' 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, Judge, without going too much into detail, 
but to state it so as to give a concise view, will you state what you 
instructed the jrand jury to do, particularly in regard to polygamy? 
I do not care for the other matters you may have mentioned. 

Mr. Morse. The instructions to the grand' jury, as I remember 
them, were more general than specific. The grand jury was in- 
structed to carefully consider and investigate all rumors of the coin- 
mission of offenses against the laws of the State. I do not remember 
no* that the question of polygamy was mentioned specifically in the 
charge to the grand jury, or any c^her particular offenses. 

Mr. Van Cott. Who conducted the examination before the grand 
jury? ' 
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Mr. Morse. Mr, Dennis 0. Eichnor, the district attorney. 

Mr. Van CotTi He is the gentleman you have mentioned! 

Mr Morse. Yes* With the exception of some investigations with 
reference to irregularities occurring in justice courts and the prac- 
tice before justice courts. I understand that the county attorney 
conducted those examinations at the request of the district attorney, 

Mr. Van <?ott. Now; what is your understanding as to what mat- 
ter or matters were principally investigated ? 

Mr, Morse. The matter of polygamous relations, I think, occupied 
most of the time of the grand jury in their investigations. That is 
my understanding of it. 

Mr. Van Cart. Do youi know whether the polygamous marriages 
that were investigated were taken up by the grand jury before the 
manifesto, or whether they were confined to rumors of polygamous 
marriages after the manifesto? 

Mr. Morse. My impression is that it was only those marriages 
which were alleged to nave occurred after the manifesto, but I have 
no direct knowledge on that subject 

Mr. Van Cott. About how long did the grand jury remain in 
session?:.-:/-. ;f.\ 

Mr. Morse. My recollection is something like four weeks. I may 
be mistaken as to that. It was some considerable time, however. 

Mr. Van Cott. And what is your understanding as to whether a 
great number oi> people Were subpoenaed before the grand jury in 
regard to what were rumors of hew polygamous marriages ? 

Mr. Morse. There was a great number. 

Mr. Van Cott. And when the grand jury returned nnto court ditj 
it make a report? 
Mr. Morse. It did. 
Mr. Van Coir. In writing! 
Mr. Morse. It did. 

Mr. Van Cott. And do you know whether it was unanimous or 
not! 

Mr. Morse. It was unanimous— the report was. 

Mr. Van Cott. You have a certified copy there, have you! 

Mr. Morse. I have. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Chairman, we would like to have this appear, 
at this point. 

Mr. WoRTHiNGTON. The date of this in vestigation has not appeared. 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes: I am going to ask about that, in Judge 
Morse's examination. Shall I proceed, Mr. Tayler? 
Mr. Tayler. Yes, go on. I would like to see that report 
The paper referred to is as follows : 

" Salt Lake City, July 7, 1008. 

U REPORT OF GRAND JURY. 

"To Judge C. W. Morse, Third District Court, State of Utah: 

u This jury Was selected May 20, 1903. L. B. Hall was appointed 
foreman, and C. F. Keith was chosen secretary. District Attorney 
D; C. Eichnor appeared before us as legal adviser, and our investi- 
gations have been under his direction! except in the particular in- 
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vesication in which we were instructed to allow Mr. Wwtomlt, the 
odunFy attorney, to take the place of ^ ^^^»* to JTO.„ „ 
« Inasmuch as our State constitution provides that 1 c£^J*">- 

iUwnmtfnMint Kv ft. maUristrftta. 



ore require hi ^ prviiwvi***** i^ iwwwwf j""""* — >tt 
©rinatfon after examination and commtment. by a 
or by indictment,' we^have aywned, that all ordinary c*se« ahould 
be prosecuted by complaint before a justice of the peace, and that we 
were called to inquire into such rumored Tiolationa of and of- 
feneee against public morale a» seemed to demand the larger dis- 
cretion and wider powers of a grand jury. . ■„„ 
« We at once began the investigation of the very prevalent rumors 
of the vioktionof that provision of our State constitution which 
pay* that ' polygamous or plural marriages are forever prohibited. 

'•We have Investigated ^thoroughly e!i such cases brought to our 
attention by the district attorney and by citwens «te>n«m.. 
before us, which were reported to have occurred within tiie Jurisdic- 
tion of tnis court, and have not been able to secure evidence that a 
«^dr<5as»^l polygamy has occurred in this district since Utah be- 
SmS alSite. ^hTrumors of the commision of this crime^seem to 
nave have grown out of innocent circumstances, which m_ ordinary 
communttiw would have created no suspicion j uor so?nda , but which 
here, probably owing to a feature of our Territorial history, have 
been'seiaed upon, amfthe crime assumed without evidence, muchjo the 
chacrin and lnTury of innocent citizens, and greatly to the detriment 
SWStete^d lts reputation throughout fhe nation. Those who 
priae the fair name of our State and 9ie rights of neighbors should 
hereafter be more careful to secure facte and evidence hef ore charg- 

We ^Visited the jails and prisons. We found the county 
iaiMn good sanitary condition and the inmates receiving wholesome 
food and as kind treatment as their incarceration as prisoners would 
allow: but the jail is overcrowded, owing to !j». I OT i «7 mh «.S* 
city prisoners temporarily there while the new city jail is being built, 
ffin our opinion there is not sufficient force of guards or keepers, 
as but one is on duty at a time. We therefore urgently mommmd 
?hat an extra keepef be employed_for day work, so jhatj ^ile *he 
present crowded condition exists there shaU be at least two on duty 
ihroiiirhouti the business hours of the day. . . t : , 
^Vfe found about 26 city prisoners being kept m the basement of 
the old city hall. This is a temporary arrangement, intended to 
SntmueSy during the building of the new city jmOut it is n^ * 
fit place for even such temporary use. It is really a cellar, with only 
a dirt floor and very little light and poor ventilation. In our 
iudiTour city authorities having this matter m charge are open 
J to Sre for not 'at least putting in a tight board floor, so .that the 
platan be cleaned, and ^ for not providing for more hgh : and 
?Stion. and we recommend that such improvements be made 

^'ffiS in jail except by due process of law, «id Ihe 
officer* i ahdoourtt seem tohe giving each case that careful and speedy 

only Worfli of (ttttanendation for its management. 
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u W«* foraid the county infirmary clean and neat ad to its room, 
and the inmates well care for; but the corrals, henhouse, and pigpen* 
were not as clean, neat, and in as good repair as we think they should 
be, as a public institution of this land should be a model of neatness 
and order throughout its entire appointments. 

u found the sewerage system at the county infirmary in bad con- 
dition* It was evidently a mistake to allow St. Ann's Orphanage to 
connect its 8-inch sewer discharge pipe to the infirmary system, which 
has only *> 6-inch discharge pipe, as St Ann's heads some 30 feet 
higher than the infirmary, and flushing it floods the infirmary base- 
ment and steam-heat boiler room. The sewer is vital as to the 
health Of the inmates and should receive the immediate attention of 
the county authorities. Neglect of this matter can be hardly less than 
criminal. 

"Our investigations haye developed the fact that some constables 
have served papers for collection agencies for less than legal fees, or 
have hired out to work in their official capacity at regular days' 
wages in lieu of fees: and that justices of the peace have arranged 
to accept less than full legal fees, and have allowed a very loose prac- 
tice in the manner of proo^f required for entering up judgments in 
default cases. We are advised that while these acts are against pub- 
lic policy, they are not prohibited by law, and, therefore, not indict- 
able offenses. This being"* the case, we are clearly of the opinion that 
our justice of the peace courts have not received the attention of our 
State legislatures that their importance demands. They are the bar 
of justice for the great common people, and they should be so dig- 
nified by State Jaws regulating their practice, that they could not be 
influenced by sharp attorneys or collection agencies to disregard the 
rights of the poorest citizen, without a distinct violation of the stat- 
utes of the State. Constables and justices of the peace who hire out 
in their official capacity to private individuals, collection agencies, 
or corporations, should thereby forfeit the office to which they have 
been elected. 

" We found the sheriff's office and the police department working 
energetically and efficiently to suppress crime ana guard the public 
morals, and" our criminal courts acting in harmony with their efforts 
to enforce the laws of the State and ordinances of the city. And 
we found no foundation of facts for rumors to the contrary. But 
the sheriff's force and the police force have not been increased as they 
should have been to keep pace with the increase of our population, 
and we think this matter should receive the immediate and careful 
consideration of the county commissioners and the city government. 

w While we congratulate the county and city on thejpresent orderly 
conditions and the efficiency of our present peace officers, we think 
there is room for improvement While we think the number of deputy 
sheriffs and policemen should be increased, we think their individual 
vigilance and determination to discover and suppress crime and vice 
should also increase, and as a result we should have decided and con- 
tinual improvement in the order, mace, and morals of our community. 

* The minutes kept by our clerk, which we have filed with the dis- 
trict attorney, will show the cases we have investigated and the wit- 
nesses examined. We also file* herewith a report of the clerk, show- 
ing the number of days the jury has been in session and the actual - 
attendance of each juror. 
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^lleiiev^^ the further continuance 

of this grand jury, w© ask to be discharged 
« Respectfully wabaMUA^ 

a C* ;F» Km^m, Clerk* 

44 P. "PcrasLsr, J*. 

44 Joav -OR Gabbott. 
44 J. M. VfTwnjBBu" 
^Indorsed t) Fifed July % 1W», John James, clerk dstrict court 
dff^tl^ 

' 14 State ' O* UTAH. ■' . v : . ' • ' :■ .'' 

"Cou^tity of Salt Lake,**? . . , 

,C>^ «>uri .pf the 

State of #^H-^'fM'.^$^ County, do hereby certify that 
the |or«ioiM ofthe ong^ report of 

the grand jury dated July 7, 1908, as appears of record and on file iti 

Witness my l^d and t&^ at Salt Lake City, 

this 21st day of November, A. ft 190a. , - . ^ - 
[i»Ax.J . * 44 Johh James, <7fer/&. 

." «i :^^ii^^i9^UwUM r o<' iAjn^wtos. ■- ' In the district court v t^^ dis- 
trict, in and for Salt Lake County, State of Utah* 

44 IV Samuel ^art, indge of the. d^ct court of the MiM 
judicial district m county of Salt Late, ftate^f Utah, 

do hereto c^ 

nndA^^^ ^^ James; who signed the.annexed attestation,- is 
ttw duly elecied and qualified county clerk of the county of .Salt 'Lake, 
State of Utah, and was, at the time of signing said attestation, ex- 
officio clerk 6f the said district c^urtj that said signature is his genu- 
ine handwriting, and that all his official acts as snch clerk are entit ed 
to foil faith mk credit And I further certify that said attestation 

is in due form of law, - , ...;»,v - L a t\ *aao 
44 Witness my hand this 21st day of November, A. D, 1908. 

; "Samuel W. Stewabt, 
"/udg&Of ' the eaid District Court." 

44 State of Utah, ■ ' i : ■ 

44 County of 'Salt Lake,**. - 
44 T, John James, ootint^ olerl^pd 
trict court of the county of Salt tarfcej State of - Utah, do hereby cer- 
tify that the'Hon^Samtiel^ Wi Stew^ whose name is subscribed to 
th^preceding certificate, is one of the judges of said court duly com- 
miss^d aia onalified, and that the signature of said judge to said 

oertihN(»te is ^riuinei : * , a m j At. 

44 In witness whereof, I have hereunto set iny hand and affixed the 

seal of said court, this 21st day of November, A. D. 1908. 
rsEAL.l 44 John James, 

• ' n County Clerk and ex Officio Clerk 

4i ^^taWi>J*^^7^wr^ ,, 
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Mf- Van Coto, What iib the date of that investigation f 
Mr. Morse. My recollection is that the grand jury was impaneled 
on the 20th of May, 190&. 
M* Worthington, TPhat is the date of the report, Mr. Tayler? 
Mr. Tayler. July 7, 1008. 

Mr. Van Cott. : Wh.ails^Toiiir -opinion as to whether polygamy is 
dying out in the State of Utah ? 

Mr. Morse. My opinion would be that it is, from the general 
rumors that we have. 

Mr. Van Corr. There were three judges, were there not, in the 
third judicial district at that time ? 

Mr. Morse. There were, at that time, three judges* There are four 
now.. .;. ,-. .:• ; 

Mr. Van Cott. Was any one of the judges a Mormon ? 

Mr. Morse. Yes, sir : Judge Stewart was a Mormon. 

3&. Vak Cott. And how did he stand in regard to the thorough 
investigation of these rumors? 

Mr. Morse. He was very much in favor of there being a searching 
and rigorous examination into those rumors— those matters. 

Mr. van Cott. During the time that you have been in Utah have 
you always lived in Salt Lake City ? 

Mr. Morse, Yes, sir. 

Mr, Van Cott. And in a general way acquainted with the politics? 

Mr. Morse. Yes; in a general way. I have never taken an active 
part in politics, however. 

Mr/ Van Cott. Did you ever run for the city attorneyship of Salt 
LakeCifey? 

Mr. Morse. Yes, sir. My name was placed upon the Republican 
ticket in 1899, and I was the candidate for city attorney at that time. 

Mr. Van Cott. When the election was held did you have any 
occasion, or did you, as a matter of fact, run through some of the pre- 
cincts and observe the vote, for the purpose of determining whether 
or not the Mormons were constant in adhering to their party lines? 

Mr. Morse. Yes; I made an analysis of the return of that vote. 

Mr. Van Cott. What was the result of your investigation ? 

Mr. Morse. I became convinced that the voters in the Mormon dis- 
tricts had voted as fairly, or more fairly, than the voters in the Gen- 
tile districts. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What do you mean by " more fairly," Judge? 

Mr. Morse. I mean that they adhered to their party more closely. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you ever hear, in Salt Lake City, of Joseph F. 
Smith living in unlawful cohabitation until this investigation was 
held? 

Mr. Morse. I do not think I ever heard the question mentioned 
until this time— this investigation of this committee. 

Mr. Van Cott. Judge, is there a sentiment in Utah among the Gen- 
tiles about prosecuting the cases of unlawful cohabitation where 
marriages were contracted prior to the manifesto? 

Mr. Morse. I think the sentiment is somewhat divided, Mr/ Van 
Cott, upon that question. 

Mr. Van Cott, Is it divided among the Mormons? 

Mr. Morse. Well, I am unable to say as to what the sentiment is 
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unong the Mormons. I do not remember of ew talking with a Mor« 
mon on that subject, except Judge Stewart 

Mr. VAX Corr. You found it divided among the Gentilesi 

Mr. Morse. Yes, sir; from what little I have heard about it I 
would say it was somewhat divided. 

Mr. Van (km. Did Mr. Eichnor conduct the whole examination 
before the grand jury in regard to these polygamy rumors from be- 
ginning to end ? 

Mr. Morse. Entirely, as I understand it 

Mr. Worthihgtoh. I would like to ask one question. Judge, in 
answer to a question by Mr. Van Cott as to whether polygamy was 
dying out you said you judged it was from rumors! 

Mr. Morse, Yes, sir. 

Mr. WoirtMiKWN. Do you mean by that from the general public 
opinion in the State? 

Mr. Morse. I am not prepared to say that I am familiar with the 
general opinion in the State, 

Mr. Worthinoton. Well, from the opinion of that part of the 
community in which you are aoo^nted ? 

Mr. Morse. Yes, sir : I think that is the general opinion, 

Mr. Worthtngton. How is it around in your own neighborhood, 
where you live and where you have some personal knowledge of these 
things f Are there as many people living in polygamous cohabita- 
tion as there were j)rior to the manifesto! » 

Mr. Morse. Well, I never knew of anyone living in polygamy in 
that part of the city. There may have been. 

Mr. Worthi^oton. You have never known of it ? 

Mr. Morse. Either before or after the manifesto. If there was, 
I did not know ife 

Mr. WoRTHiwoTON. That is all. 

Mr, Tayler. How long have you lived in Utah, Judge! 

Mr. Morse. Sixteen years. 

Mr. Tattler. And in Salt Lake all the time? 

Mr. Morse. All of the time; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Over what territory did this grand jury have author- 
ity to inquire! 
Mr. Morse. Salt Lake County. 
Mr. Tayler. Salt Lake County! 
Mr. Morse. Yes. , 

Mr. Tayler. And of course its investigation as to cases of new 
polygamous marriages applied only to such as might have occurred, 
or were charged to have occurred, within the boundaries of Salt Lake 
County! 

Mr. Morse. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And their report does not pretend to apply to any 
other territorial district ! :J 
Mr. Morse. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. Tayler. That grand jury refused to investigate charges of 
unlawful cohabitation, did it not? 

Mr. Morse. Not to my knowledge. I have never been informed as 
to whether there were any complaints laid before them of unlawful 
cohabitation. ~ . 

Mr. Tayler. It did not, in fact, report to you on the subject! 

Mr. Morse. No, sir. 
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Mr. Tayler. Of unlawful cohabitation f 

Mr. Morse. As I remember it, there was no mention made in the 
report of that subject 

Mr, Tayler. Your understanding is that, so far as the subject of 
polygamy and polygamous relations was concerned* their instiga- 
tion was confined, as stated in the report, to that provision of the 
State constitution which says polygamous or plural marriages are 
forever prohibited ? 

Mr. Morse. Yes, sir; I would take it so from the language of the 
report Mr. Tayler, 

Mr. Tatler. The question that was asked you by Mr. Van Cott, 
or the language which you used in answering the question, conta tried 
the words^ polygamous /irelAtiaiiili.'^ Now, is that an accurate expres- 
sion of what you desire to ia^W^ 

Mr, Morse. Well, I will say I have no knowledge as to the scope 
of their inquiry further than what is contained in the report, and 
possibly. the expression would be incorrect as I used it at that time. 

Mr. vWorthinoton. Judge Tayler, I think you' may assume the 
fact is that that grand jury did not investigate the matters of polyga- 
mous cohabitation of parties who were married before the manifesto. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is my understanding. 

Mr. Tayler* Yes j I gather that; but I thought the expression 
was perhaps misleading in using the words " polygamous relations^ 
The Chairman. I wish to know about that, because I was about 
to ask the Judge. The jury did not consider the questions of polyg- 
amous cohabitation among those who were married previous to the 
manifesto! 

Mr, Morse. My impression is they did not. I have no direct in- 
formation on the subject. Senator. 

Mr. Worthington. We know that to be the fact, Mr. Chairman. 
We admit that 

Mr. Tayler. Did you know any of the particular charges of new 
polygamy that were investigated by that grand jury? 

Mr. Morse. Yes, sir; I have in mind two that I 

Mr. Tayler. What were they! 
Mr. Morse. Mr. Tanner. 
Mr, Tayler. Mr. Tanner? 

Mr. Morse. Henry S. Tanner, I think is his name. He was at 
that time one of the judges of the municipal court. 
Mr, Tayler. Yes. 
Mr. Morse. Mr. N. V. Jones. 

Mr. Tayler. Were there any others that you remember! 
Mr. Morse. Well, I think there were, but I do not now call to mind 
any others. 

Mr. Tayler. What is or was-— I presume it is the same now—the 
statute of limitations against the crime of polygamous marriage! 
Mr. Morse. Weil, I do not remember, Mr. Tayler. 
Mr. Tayler. Was it four years? 
Mr. Morse. Verv likely. 

Mr. Tayler. Of course, this inquiry was not abstract or academic, 
but practical, and if the statute of limitations is four years, their 
investigations were not concerned with a date prior — - 

Mr. Morse. No; they would hot be. 
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heard of charges, have you not, Judge, from time tc time— I mean 
talk that was In the air— of polygamoua marriages which occurred 
since 18001 « ; ;: , • 

Mr. Morsb. Tea, sir ; I occasionally tear some such talk as that 

Mr. TWri^. Am as to ne*^ 
me a^ you this : As to all the roar- 

riafce was performed was referred to, it was given as outside of Salt 
Lake County, was it not ! : 

Mr. Morsb. Yes; I think that would be true. I only recall one 
instance where the place was mentioned, I think. 

Mr, Morsb. Some place in — that was in the case of a Mr. Cannon. 
That was said or alleged to have occurred over off the coast of Cali- 
fornia, or in California. ,^; V .^V ; / 

Mr. ^rim Have you not heard Mexico named? 

Mr. Morsb. L think I have, but I do not recall in connection with 
what person now. , : . , . 

Mr. Taylwi; But wherever any specific pla^ was given as the 
place where the crime Was committed, it never was Salt Lake 

County f : v.:'^:^;-;''^^^^ - ' '. 

Mr. morsb. I do not remember of the place ha ving been designated 
as Salt Lake County in any of the rumors that I have heard. 

Mr. Taylbb. I think that is all. ..' • 

Mr. Wobthinqton. It did not follow, of course, that because 
that grand jury did not inquire into certain cases of polygamous 
cohabitation that they could not be prosecuted ? The ordinary ma- 
chinery of the law was still ample, was it not? 

Mr. Morsb. I think so: yes. 

Mr. Wobthingtox. If I understand it, you have dispensed with 
the necessity for a grand jury in Utah t 

Mr. Morsb. Yes; a grand jury is only called when, in the judg- 
ment of the court, the public necessity requires it. 

Mr. Wobthikoton. In ordinary times cases of this kind are prose- 
cuted without any investigation by a grand jury f 

Mr. Morsb. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. Worthinoton. And might be still? 

Mr. Morsb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wokthinoton. Were you advised when this grand jury was 
in session?^ 
Mr. Morsb. Yes; I was informed. 

Mr. WoBTBDtNQTON. I want' to ask you how you know that Mr. 
Tanner and Mr. Jones were fcvestigated, among others ? 

Mr. Morsb. ine district attorney stated to me at one time-^he men- 
tioned their names in connection with the investigations of the grand 
jury. 

Mr* Wobthinotok. He kept you advised about what he was doing, 
did he, as to them? 

Mr. Morsb* Well, occasionally he talked to me about what was 
being done. 

v'; .jfcrV WointnKo-rON. • As. • to the statute of limitations in Utah, is 
there not in that an exception as to parties who are outside the State, 
that this statute does hot run as in favor of persons accused of crime 
When they are out of the State! 
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Mr. Mcrsb. I think there is such a provision ; yes, sir* 

Mr. Worthik gton. Can you tell me whether or not, if that grand 
jury, in the scope which they gave to their investigation, had found 
a case of plural marriage after the manifesto they would have inves- 
tigated it if it had been followed by cohabitation in Salt Lake 
County, whether it had occurred in Mexico or somewhere else ? 

Mr. Morse. I am unablento say r Mr. Worthington, .what that 
grand fury would have done in cases of that kind. I assume they 
would have done it, yet I do not know. 

Mr. WoirraiNOTdN. That is all* 

Mr. Tatler. T>o you remember, Judge, if the grand jury also 
investigated the charges of plural marriage against Heber Bannion 
and Joseph Silver? , 

Mr. Morse. I am inclined to think those names were mentioned 
in connection with that investigation. 

Mr. Tatler. And was not the repute, as to them, that they had 
taken their extra plural wives since 1890 in Mexico? 

Mr. Morsb. I do not know that I ever heard that, Mr* Tayler. 

Mr. Tatlbr. That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

The Chairman. The grand jury did not investigate, as I under- 
stand you to say, the cases of polygamous cohabitation ? 

Mr. Worxhington. You mean persons married before the mani- 
festo? ' 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Morsb. I think I answered that I had no information on that 
subject. The gentlemen stated that that was their understanding. 

The Chairman. Their investigation was confined to new marriages 
since 1890, as jrou understand ? 

Mr. Morse. I think that is the case. 

The Chairman. Was it rumored that anybody in Salt Lake Citv 
was living in polygamous cohabitation ? 

Mr. Morsb. There were very persistent rumors at that time, about 
the time the grand jury was impaneled, that Judge Tanner and Mr. 
Jones, and probably some others, had taken wives and were living 
with them at that time. . 

The Chairman. Was that inquired into ? 

Mr. Morsb. Yes, sir. Those were the ones that were especially in- 
quired into, as I understood it. 

The Chairman. What is your understanding about people living 
in j>olygamous cohabitation now in the city of Salt Lake ? 

Mr. MonsE. Well, my understanding is that they are now. Prior 
to the investigation by this committee I had heard very little about 
it I had no 

The Chairman. Do you know of any prosecutions for such 
offenses f 

Mr. Morsb. Not recently. 

The Chairman. What do you mean by " recently?" 

Mr. Morsb. Well, within two or three years, probably. I do not 
remember the last prosecutions^probably four years ago. 

The Chairman. Why t art not people prosecuted who are living 
in polygamous cohabitation ? 

Mr. Morsb; I am unable to state why. Probably because the offi- 



oers whose duty it is to commence those proceedings do not, for some 
reason, care to do it ^.-.i ,/,^ : 'v ; x 

The Chairman. You do not know what their reason may bet 
. Mr. Mors*. ■ No, ^ ' v ; ' ■ 

The Chairman. Do you know of any complaints made before any 
magistrate or rudicial authority arainst these people ! 

Mr. Mobs*. No, sir ; I have ho fnowle4|£ or any. 

The Chairman. And you would answer the same, I suppose, to 
that that the officers do not care to take the complaint f 

Mr* MoRsa. I beg your pardon. I do not think I just understood 
.. the question. . > 

ThV it the senti- 

ment of the community in Salt Lake i Gity— of the good people there-- 
that these crimes should go unpunished f / I 

Mr. Morsr. I do not think so. 

The Chairman. Well, is the sentiment that they should be pun- 
ished? :-:m ^ 

Mr. Moim I think the sentiment is somewhat divided. My judg- 
ment would be that the majority of the people think that they should 
bejpunished. 

The Chairman. Then why is not complaint made! 

Mr. Morsr. My opinion is that while me people feel 
do hot isel ii strcmgly eh^gh to care, individually, to make prose- 
cutors of themselves and file the complaints That would be the 

The Chairman. So, Judge, in your opinion the good people there 
are indifferent to this question, or at least are not sufficiently aroused 
to take any active steps to^t a stop to itt , 

Mr. Morse. Well, they have not taken any active steps; I merely 
draw that deduction from the fact that they have not taken those 

$he Chairman. Under present conditions, then, in the State, and 
the state of feeling, would you say that it would be doubtful whether 
polygamous cohabitation could be prevented or stopped? 

Mr. Mo«^ Whether it could be! 
. : The Chairman. Yes., h- 

Mr. Mors*. I think it could be. • 

The Chairman. I sayi taking into consider the public senti- 
ment there in Iftah, do you think it will ml ^ . , 

Mr. Mowi. W 
what will be further t^ 4 , 

The ChiAiwiAW* Wel^ 
the conditions continue <*s they are to-day, in the matter of public 
sentiment, what do you say about the prosecution of these people for 
polygamous ' boba^itiitioiAif A- -v:.; ".'v. * .• '-, , 

Mr. Morsr. I should say thisre mjl be ito prosecutoo^ 
than there have bee n, u nless there is some change in public sentiment 

The Chairman. What would be your judgment of the effect of an 
amendment to the Constitution of the fruited States prohibiting 
polygamy in all of the States! 

Mr, Mors*. I mm m, woaW bee nM**su» a hd a goxHtone* 

The Chairman. Ton think that would be an effective way of ex- 
terminating this evil t 

Mr. Mors*. Yea. if the prosecutions were vigorously pushed under 
the Federal authoritteaTl think it would be one way in Which it could 
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be stopped. If it were not, it would be just the same as it is under 
the State laws, . 
The Chairman. That is all 

Mr. Wohthtnoton. Judge, do you know of any case in which an 
officer whose duty it was to prosecute polygamous cohabitation has 
refused to entertain and take charge of a prosecution where there was 
a proper complaint made to him? 

Mr. Morse. I never have known of such an instance, Mr, Worth* 
ington. 

The Chairman. Are there any other questions ! 
Mr. Van C&rt* Just oi*e mofa* ± 

Mr. Worthington. Is it not a fact, Judge, that before the mani- 
festo there was a strong sentiment there in fovor of prosecutions, and 
that they were ^jprc^ffly pushMt 

Mr. Morse. Well, I do not know that the sentiment changed very 
materially* I think the policy of the Federal officers changed at that 
time somewhat , 

Mr. WoRTHiNOTpN. In what respect? 

Mr. Morsel Prior to that time they were prosecuted vigorously, 
but after that time the officers whose duty it was to look after those 
matters accepted manifesto as having been made in good faith, 
and thejvdia not prosecute after that time. 

Mr. Wobthinoton* That state of affairs continued from 1890, 
when the manifesto was proclaimed, down to the time of the admis- 
sion of the State into the Union, in 1896 ? 

Mr. Morse. Yes. .. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. When the matter was wholly in charge of the 
authon ties of the United States? 

Mr. "WfoRTHiNOTON. You have said to the chairman that if things 
go on as they are there will be no prosecu tioiis. Do you mean that 
remark to apply in case it should turn out that there were new 
plural marriages being celebrated now and the parties to them go 
and live together ? 

Mr. Morse. I understood that question to refer to polygamous 
relations by those persons whcr had married before the manifesto. 

The Chairman. That fa what I intended. 

Mr. WoRTHiNGTON. You do not intend your answer to apply if - 
they were to undertake to reestablish that practice and go on with 
new cases? 

Mr. Morse. No j I think they would be prosecuted. 

Mr. Tayler. After the manifesto and up to statehood, was it not 
the opinion of the people of Utah that, the manifesto was to be kept, 
and was being kept, both as relates to new polygamous marriages 
and living in polygamous cohabitation? 

Mr. Morse. My recollection of the situation at that time, Mr. 
Tayler, is that it was about the same then as it has been since. There 
were persistent rumors from time to time of violations of the law 
against unlawful cohabitation, and those rumors have continued 
since, somewhat 

Mr. Tay*jw, Was it not understood that Wilford Woodruff was 
himself obeying the law ? 
Mr. Morse, I have so understood it. 
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Mr. Tati» That w^ 
that the head of the church was not violating the law in any respect? 
Mr. Mobsb. I have hea«l thai atatement^ 

Mr. Tatlbb. Was it popularly supposed, between 1801 and 1805, 
that six or eight of the apostles wereliviiig in polygamy and rearing 
new polygamous families? , . "*. , x j 

Mr. Mobsb. I never heard that question mentioned. I do not 
know as to that. • v----' 

J|£r. Taylbr. That is all. 

The Chairman, Who is your next? 

Mr. Wobthington. William M. McCarty. 

was examined, and 

testified as follows: - • 

Mr^ Wobtotngton* What is your full name! 
Mr. McCabttv William M. McCarty, 
l£r. 

Mr. McCabitt^F^ years next May* 

Mr. Wobthinckpok. where do jroulive? 

Mr. McCabtt. I live in Salt Lake City, Utah; t ^ 

Mr. WoirrmN<m>H> How long have you lived in Utah! 

Mr. McCabtiy All nay liflfc 

Mr. Wortbinoton. Where ^^ ^ero you bornl 

Mr. McCabtt. At Alpine, Utah County. - 

Mr; W^jbthikoton. Just give the > places where you have resided 
from the time you were tern up to the present time. 

Mr; McCabtt. Well, my parents lived in Utah and Salt Lake coun- 
ties until about 1862 or 1868. Then they moved to St George, m the 
southern part of the State. They remam 

the fall of 1868, and then they mov*d north to Sumnut Creek, Iron 
County, and lived there until 187^ when they moved to Monroe, 
Sevier County. I resided in Sevier County from 1876 to 1903. *r 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Is Sevier County one of the counties which 
has a preponderance of Mormon people and voters? , 

Mr. McCabtt. Oh, yes ; there are very few Gentile m Sevier 

C< Mr^^ Might! ask you whether you arc a Mormon ? 

Mr. McCabtt. No, sir. . v , L 0 ' 

Mr. Wobt^noioh. Or whether you ever have been? 
Mr. MoGurr* I never have been. . 

Mr. Wobthikoto jr i What was your profession when you became 
a man. or your business ? ' * 

Mr. McCabtt. Well, it has been varied. ^ First, I was a farmer; 
railroading, working in the wood camps, and in the mines until 1887, 
when I vtt admitted tc ^ practice law m the second district courts. 

Mr. Wobt^woton. Wnere? 

Mr. McCabtt. In Utah;^ - 

Mr. Wobthihotok. In what— — . .. .. M , / . 

Mi^M^ heen 

^Mr^winra^oTON. Have y<k 6ccui»ed in the 

State? 
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Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir. , 
Mr; Worthjngton. What! 

Mr v McCarty. In 1899 I was appointed assistant United States 
district attorney. 
Mr. Worthinctton. You mean 1889 ? 

MBCar^t. 1889. 
Mr. WoKTOikd'TON. You said 1899, 

Mr. :-'li$6Qi^i r l^\: Ih il$f>2y while holding that office, I was 
elected county attorney of Se^^ That was soon after the 

people there divided onmrt^-'tMek''; I Was reflected in 1894. In 1895 
T was elected district judg^ for the sixth judicial district of the State 
of Utah. I was reelected in 1900, and in 1902 I was elected associate 
justice of the supreme court of the State, which position I am now 
holding 

Mr. ^cmBiJii<^^i What was the position to which you were 
elected first, in 1889 ? I did hot understand that 
Mr. McCarty. I was i appointed. 
Mr. Worthington. Appointed? 

Mr. . McCarty. In 18o§ I was appointed United States district 
attorney by George S. Peters, who was then United States attorney 
for the Territory of Utah. 

Mr; Worthinoton. Then you were the assistant for the whole Ter- 
/ tiibtyi t ^ i^Bl . -V; 

Mr. McCarty. I was the assistant for the whole Territory, although 
my field of labors was cbhfihed chiefly to the second judicial district. 

Mr. WbirrkiNbTON. Embracing wliat portion of the State? 

Mr. McCarty. Well* seven counties-— seven southern coun ties. 

Mr. Worthinoton. The seven southern counties. Now, as assist- 
ant prosecutor from 1889 to 1892, did you have anything to do with 

::prosecu^ing-^--^r';:- 

Mr. McCautt. Well, there was an interim there, in which there 
was a change of administration, when I did not hold the office. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Between 1889 and 1892? 

Mr. McCarty. Ye^, sir. 

Mr, Worthin gton . What was the interim? 

Mr. McCarty. Well, something over a year. 

Mr. lYoKTHiNOTON. You 'mean in the latter part of that period t 
You were appointed in 1889 and served how long? 

Mr. McCarty. I served that year. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You served that year and then you went out 
for a year? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes j a little over. I was appointed again in 1892 
and held the office until statehood. 

Mr. Worthinoton. That was a United States office, of course. 
You were appointed ? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes; a United States office. 

Mr* Worthinoton. Now, while you were prosecutor in 1889 — 
speaking of the first term first— dia you have anything to do with 
prosecuting for polygamy or polygamous cohabitation ? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir; I prosecuted a great many cases. In fact, 
the court docket was crowded with those cases each term. 

Mr. Worthinoton. And did the prosecutions result in convictions, 
ordinarily ? 
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Mr. McCarty. Generally. 

Mr. Wobthimgton. What was done with the men who were con- 
victed I 

Mr. McCabty. There was occasionally an aojuittal, but it was 
something a little uncommon in that class of cases. 

Mr. Wobthington. I do not want to ask a man about himself, but 
you were considered a pretty vigorous prosecutor of Mormon polyga- 
mists, in those days were you not. and you were in fact? 

Mr. McCabty. That is one ox the obstacles or rather arguments 
that I had to meet in the campaign, when I was running for judge. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. I was going to come to that later. In 1892 
you were elected county attorney, and served until 1894, when you 
were reelected! 

Mr. McCabty. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. You served then from 1892 down to the admis- 
sion of the State, as county attorney ? 
Mr. McCabty. Yes. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Where was your field of labor then f 
Mr. McCabty. Well, Sevier County was in the first district. That 
was my home. As county attorney it was confined to Sevier County. 
As United States assistant district attorney my field of labor was 
principally in Sevier County and at Beaver, where the district court 
*was held for the seven counties comprising the second judicial dis- 
trict. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. When you were elected county attorney in 1892, 
were you elected by the people of the State or by the county! 
Mr. McCabty. By the county. 
Mr. Wobthinoton. Sevier County ? 
Mr. McCabty. Sevier County. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. How did the Mormon population there compare 
with the Gentile — the Mormon voters ? 

Mr. McCabty. Well, there were then about 85 per cent Mormons. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Had you in any way indicated any disposition 
to be less vigorous in your prosecution of polygamy than you had 
been in 1889 when the Mormons reelected you in 1892? 

Mr. McCabty. No, sir. In the second judicial district they were 
pressed up until statehood. 

Mr. Worthington. I meant to ask you whether from 1892 down to 
1895 you still prosecuted tjiem. 

Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir ; and I prosecuted them before the United 
States commissioners up until 1893, when the United States attorney 
refused to allow my accounts for services for that kind of work, and 
then I quit and confined my investigations before the grand jury in 
those cases. 

Mr Worthington. Then your superior officer 

Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir; refused to approve my account for 

Mr. Worthington. Was he a Mormon or a Gentile? 
Mr. McCabty. He was a Gentile— the Hon. John W. Judd. He 
claimed it was unnecessary; that the investigation before the grand 
jury was sufficient, and that the United States should not be bur- 
dened by the extra expense. 

Mr. Worthington. And it was a United States officer, so far as 
your bailiwick was concerned, Who stopped the prosecutions at that 
timet 
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. Mr, McCarty. To that extent 

Mr. Worths gton. To that extent Now, in 1895 you were elected 
district judge of the sixth district ? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir; the sixth district. 

Mr. Worthington. That was when the officers were elected who 
were to occupy State offices if the State should be admitted and when 
it should be admitted f 

Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Worthington. Did you run on the Hepublican or the Demo- 
cratic ticket? 
Mr. McCarty. On the Republican ticket. 
Mr. Worthington. Who was your opponent? 
Mr. McCarty. E, W. McDaniel. 
Mr. Worthington. He was a Democrat? 
Mr. McCarty. He was a Democrat. 

Mr. Worthington. Was he a Mormon or « 

Mr. McCarty. No; he was a Gentile. 
Mr. Worthington. You were elected ? 
Mr. McCarty. I was elected. 

Mr. Worthington. How did you run with the rest of your ticket 
in that campaign, Judge? 
Mr. McCarty. I ran behind my ticket in Sevier County. 
Mr. Worthington. How much? 
Mr. McCarty. Oh, 150 votes. 
Mr. Worthington. What is that? 

Mr. McCarty. 150 or 200 votes. I carried Sevier County by 8 
votes only. 

Mr. Worthington. You ran behind 150 or 200 votes in how large 
a vote? 

Mr. McCarty. Probably . 1,000 voters at that time. 

Mr. Worthington. You served as district judge from 1895 to 1900? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Your first term was a five-year term? 
Mr. McCarty. A five-year term. 

Mr. Worthington. Tjien in 1900 you were reelected for a four- 
year term ? 
Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir: a four-year term. 

Mr. Worthington. Beiore that term expired you were elected as- 
sociate justice of the supreme court of the State? 
Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Worthington. Whiph office you now hold ? 
Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Did anything special come to your notice with 
relation to this question of polygamy while you were district judge 
from 1895 to 1900? 

* Mr. McCarty. In 1898 — I think that was the year — there was 
some agitation there in regard to men living in polygamous rela- 
tions^ — men who had contracted the marriage relation prior to the 
manifesto— and I called a grand jury to investigate those charges 
and rumors, and specifically invited their attention to that class of 
offenses. 

Mr. Worthington. Polygamous cohabitation or polygamous mar- 
riages, or both ? 

S. Doc. 486, 59-1 , vol 2 5(3 
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Mr. McCarty. No j polygamous cohabitation. At that time I wv 
not aware that there were any new marriages being contracted— 
polygamous marriages. 

Mr. Worthin oton ♦ That is a question I am going to ask you about 
after a while. What was the result of the grand jury's investigation 
in 1808! 

Mr. McCartt, Well, they were in session several days, but they 
failed to find any bills against men who were alleged to be living in 
those relations. 

Mr. Worthinotoh. To go back a moment, Judge, when you ran 
for district judge in 1805— you have told us about the vote in Sevier 
County — how did you run in the Mormon precincts generally, in the 
precincts where the Mormon voters were who passed on your can- 
didacy! 

Mr. McCabtt. I generally ran with my ticket They were all 
Mormon precincts. I don't think there was a Gentile precinct ex- 
cept Marysvale in the district at that time. 

Mr. Wobthington. Have you any knowledge as to why it was you 
ran behind in Sevier County ! 

Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir; the non-Mormons. 

Mr. Worthinoton. The non-Mormons! 

Mr. McCarty. The non-Mormons were the people who worked 
against me— the saloon element and the non-Mormons generally. 
That was particularly in Richfield. That is where the cut was made. 
I resided at Monroe at that time. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You had been an antisaloon man, then, as well 
as antipolygamist, in your prosecutions! 

Mr. McCarty. Yes; I had paid special attention to that class of 
offenses— selling on Sunday, gambling, and the illicit selling of 

liquor. . • , . . 

Mr. Worthinoton. Did any cases of polygamous cohabitation 
come before you while you were district judge from 1895 to 1900? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir. I wish to correct my first statement I 
think it was in about the year 1897 that the grand jury was called. 
You have the record there, I believe. I may have gotten those dates 
confused. 

Mr. Van Cott (handing paper to witness). I do not think that is 
the grand jury matter. 

Mr. McCarty. In 1898, I think it was, when the grand jury was 
called. In 1899 this record is certified to by the officer or by the 
reporter. Will you read the last question,! 

The reporter read as follows: . 

" Mr. Worthinoton. Did any cases of polygamous cohabitation 
come before you while you were district judge from 1895 to 1900! 

« Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir. I wish to correct my first statement. I 
think it was in about the year 1897 that the grand jury was called/ 
You have the record there, I believe. I may have gotten those dates 
confused." 

Mr. McCarty. In 1899 some informations were filed in the district 
court over which I presided. # . 

Mr. Worthinoton. For polygamous cohabitation! 
Mr. McCarty, Yes; unlawful cohabitation is usually the term. 
Mr. Worthinoton. Did the cases come up before youl 
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Mr. McCabtt, They did. 

Mr. Wobthington. What was the result f 

Mr. McCabtt. The result was, my recollection is, that the defend- 
ants claimed that they understood they would be permitted to live 
in those relations, and I read them a lecture and defined the law as I 
understood it ana imposed fines, after getting a promise from them 
that they would observe the law in the future. 

Mr. Wobthington. It has been said here, as to some of the fines 
imposed along about that time, that they were paid by subscription^ 

Mr. McCabtt. That is a mistake. 

Mr. Wobthington. Or by raising money at dances or something of 
that kind. Can you give any information as to these cases in which 
you were the judge? 

Mr. McCabtt. There is absolutely nothing in that 

Mr. Wobthin gton . They were paid, were they ? 

Mr. McCabtt. I speak advisedly. They were paid ; yes. 

Mr. Wobthington. What do you mean ? You say you speak ad- 
visedly. Judge. Let us know how you get your knowledge. 

Mr. McCabtt. As Richfield was a small village of only 2,000 peo- 
ple, and I was well acquainted there, being acquainted with almost 
every family in the city, if anything of that kind had occurred I 
would have known of it. In fact, there was considerable agitation 
there in regard to these matters, and I had to continually remind the 
officers whose duty it was to see that they were collected. I will just 
make this correction. The bailiff of the district court, whose father 
was one of these parties, informed me that he paid $5 of his father's 
fine. There was that exception. The two bishops who were fined, 
one $150 and the other $75, went to the bank a few days afterwards 
and borrowed the money. I was interested in the bank— that is, I 
owned a little of the bank stock — and the banker informed me that 
those men had borrowed the money with which to pay the fine. 

Mr. Wobthin gton. You say these men claimed they understood 
that they were not to be interfered with. Were they men who had 
been married before the manifesto ? 
Mr. McCabtt. Yes. 
Mr. Wobthin gton. In every case ! 
Mr. McCabtt. In every case. 
Mr. Wobthington. How many of them were there? 
Mr. McCabtt. My recollection is there were four of them. I have 
the record here. 

Mr. Wobthington. Refresh your memory by looking at the record, 
if you please. Judge Tay ler can see it if he pleases. 

Sir. Tatleb. Is this a transcript of the public record ? 

Mr. Wobthington. It is a shorthand report. 

Mr. McCabtt (after examining the record referred to). The rec- 
ord shows five. 

Mr. Wobthington. I beg pardon. 

Mr. McCabtt. Five. 

Mr. Wobthington. You have there what purports to be a short- 
hand report of the proceedings, I believe? 
Mr. McCabtt. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Wobthington. Have you looked over it? 
Mr. McCabtt. Well}- it has been some time since* 
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Mr . Wovtrikotok. Well, Judge Taylor can look at it if he pi eases* 
We do not care to encumber the record by putting it all in. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Judge, will you excuse me? Let me look at that just 
a moment I will see if that is the same as mine, and if it is, I think 
the easiest way would !*> to let it all go in. 

Mr. Worthin gton. Judge, were there any indications at that time 
of whether your official conduct in punishing these men. although 
tbey had been married before the manifesto, was approved or disap- 
proved by the public generally? 

Mr. McCarty. Well, sir, the public generally and the press gener- 
ally remained silent. That was the first emphatic expression I had 
had in regard to the state of public opinion at that time. 

Mr. Worthin oton » What- impression did what took place make 
upon you as to the state of public opinion? 

Mr. McCabtt. A copy or" those proceedings was sent to the lead- 
ing papers of the State, The Tribune published a few extracts from 
my remarks, headed "A square talk from the bench," but no mention 
was made of the proceedings, editorially or otherwise, John C. 
Graham, the editor of the Provo Inquirer, who is a reputed polyg- 
amist, a short time afterwards referred to these proceedings edi- 
torially in rather a lengthv article, in which he rather complimented 
me for the course I had taken in thsse matters. Otherwise the 
papers remained silent 

Mr. Worthington. You said something there, Judge, that I would 
like to follow up, because it leads to what I intended to ask you — 
that you. then for the first time learned of the public sentiment of 
the State, or something of that kind. What did you mean by that? 

Mr. McCarty. Well, this question was being agitated, and the air 
was filled with rumors that men were violating the spirit of the 
manifesto. Some Gentiles were insisting that prosecutions ought 
to follow, and, as I stated, I called a special grand jury a short time 
before to investigate this in connection with a few other matters; 
and the attitude of the press — or rather the failure of the press to 
assume any attitude — on the question was an indication to me that 
the press was against it And, in fact, the public prosecutor, whose 
attention I had invited, to those rumors, refused to proceed in the 
matter, stating that he had talked with his brother, who was then 
manager of the Herald, and his brother advised him to let those 
cases alone: that they would soon die out; that he believed it was 
the best and most practical solution of the question. My reason for 
calling the grand jury was the refusal of the public prosecutor to 
proceed. 

Mr. Worthington, This prosecutor, you say, was a Gentile; and 
was his brother ? 
Mr. McCarty. He was a Gentile; yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthikoton. His brother, who had advised him, was also 
a Gentile ? 
Mr. McCarty. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. The Herald is not a paper that would be ac- 
cused of being in sympathy with the Mormon people, is it ? 

Mr. McCarty. No; that man was honest in Ms judgment There 
is no question about that * 
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Mr. Worthinowk. As to this grand jury; was it composed of 
Mormons or Gentiles ? 

Mr, McCarty. I do not remember. In fact, I can not answer 
that question, - 

Mr. Worthington. Were Mormons and Gentiles both brought 
before the grand jury as witnesses — people who were supposed to 
know something about it? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes; the foreman of the grand jury was a Mormon. 
I remember that very distinctly, because I remember having had • 
conversation with him in relation to these matters. 

Mr. Worthinoton. From all that took place then, Judge, leading 
up to those transactions, and the investigation of the grand jury, 
what followed your action in the matter? Did you, or not, reach 
the conclusion that the public sentiment of the State was against 
the interfering with these men who had married before the mani- 
festo in their polygamous relations? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes; and with what had transpired subsequently, 
even up to the time that those men were fined there, I still believed 
that the law would be enforced. I know I was determined to do 
what I could at the time. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Did you, at any time or in any way, defer 
to that sentiment yourself, where you had any opportunity to act? 

Mr. McCarty. No. I will say, speaking for myself, that I have 
been in favor of enforcing the entire penal code. 

Mr. Worthinoton. And you have always expressed yourself that 
way? 

Mr. McCarty. I have always expressed myself that wav. 
Mr. Worthington. There has been no doubt how you feel on the 
question? 

Mr. McCarty. No ; no doubt in the State of Utah, and if there if 
anv doubt now, I wish to remove it. 

Mr. Worthington. You referred just now to something that took 
place subsequently which confirmed your conclusion that the general 
sentiment was against prosecuting for polygamous cohabitation when 
the parties were married before the manifesto. What was that that 
took place subsequently? . 

Mr. McCarty. Well, those parties, so it was rumored, continued 
to live in those relations, and then I got expressions from some of the 
leading Gentiles of the State, some of whom were Republicans and 
some of whom were Democrats, that the most practical solution of the 
question was to let these old men die off and not molest them. 

Mr. Worthington. It appears here that Senator Smoot became an 
apostle of the Mormon Church in April, 1900. I understand, then, 
from what you have said, that at that time that was the status of opin- 
ion in Utah, the body of the people, Mormons and non-Mormons, 
that these people who were married before the manifesto ought not to 
be interfered with, although they were continuing to live together? 

Mr. McCarty. Mr. Worthington, there have been a few who 
insisted oh a vigorous enforcement of this law. Some have been 
decidedly against it, but the consensus of opinion has been that the 
better way was to close our eyes to what was going on and let the 
matter die out 
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Mr, Wobthtngton. I mean, that has been the opinion of most of 
your people, non-Mormons as Well as Mormons? 

Mr. MTcCabtt. Yes. I did not understand that by this attitude 
the Gentiles, or the Mormons either — that is, speaking for the major- 
ity of the Mormons — were approving of it; but there was no senti- 
ment in favor of enforcing that law* It was rather a toleration and , 
forbearance. I think that is the sentiment in the State of Utah 
to-day, with the exception of Salt Lake. There is rather a strong 
sentiment there in favor— — 

The Chairman. In favor of what? 

Mr. McCartt. In favor of enforcing this law. 

Mr. Worthington. In Salt Lake City ? 

Mr. McCartt. Yes. Some who are in favor of it now were very 
positive at the time I endeavored to enforce it 

Mr. Worthington. You met with very little encouragement from 
anv quarter when you attempted to act? 

Mr. McCartt. I was neither encouraged nor discouraged. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. I am not referring to your mental view of it, 
but the actions of others, as you have explained to us, as I under- 
stood, that when you undertook to be vigorous in these prosecutions 
when they came before you-— 

Mr. McCartt. No; I did not get the moral and hearty support 
that I anticipated I would get. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Either from non-Mormons or Mormons? 

Mr. McCartt. Either from non-Mormons or Mormons, 

Mr. Wobthinoton. I gather from what you said that you are 
pretty well acquainted in the State? 

Mr. McCartt. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Before you proceed, Mr. Worthington, I want to 
know clearly the witness's opinion as to the sentiment in the State of 
Utah. Would you agree with what the president of the church says 
on that subject — what he said before this committee? 

Mr. Wobthinoton. What page? 

The Chairman. Page 130. '"Since the admission of the State," he 
declares, " there has been a sentiment existing and prevalent in Utah 
that these old marriages would be in a measure condoned. They were 
not looked upon as offensive, as really violative of law. They were, 
in other words, regarded as an existing fact, and if they saw any 
wrong in it, they simply winked at it. In other words, Mr. Chair- 
man, the people of Utah, as a rule, as well as the people of this nation, 
are broaa-mmded and liberal-minded people, and they have rather 
condoned than otherwise, I presume, my offense against the law." 
Does that agree with your opinion ? 

Mr. McCabtt. Well, no; I would hot go that far, Mr. Chairman. 
I do not agree with President Smith. 

The Chairman (reading) : " I have never been disturbed. Nobody 
has ever called me in question that I know of, and, if I had, I was 
there to answer to the charges or any charge that might have been 
made against me." 

Then you do not agree with President Smith in regard to public 
sentiment in this respect among the people of Utah ? 

Mr. McCabtt. No ; I would not put it as broad as that. The peo- 
ple, I believe, the majority of them, would prefer to see the laws 
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enforced, bat there are not many of them who cart to go on record. 
I have talked with scores of prominent men in the State. They all 
deprecate the fact that these violations of the law were being con- 
tinued there, but as I suggested, it has been a problem that has been 
somewhat difficult to solve. There is a statute against it, and my 
opinion has always been and is now that the way to solve that ques- 
tion is to enforce that penal statute. 

The Chairman. But you do not agree with President Smith as to 
the sentiment of the people of Utah ? 

Mr. McCarty, I ao not think it is as general as he puts it there, 
because there is a strong sentiment in Salt Lake against it. Of course 
that is the Gentile town. The atmosphere is a little different there 
from what it is out in the country, where there are but few Gentiles. 

I know up until statehood 

The Chairman. Pardon rm for interrupting you, Mr. Worthing- 
ton. You may proceed. 
Mr. Worthinoton. The Judge had not yet finished his answer. 
The Chairman. Very well; proceed. Judge. 
Mr. McCarty. I say ; up until statehood, down in the second dis- 
trict, where I was public prosecutor, we prosecuted those cases vigor- 
ously. I remember on several occasions we had Mormon juries, and 
thev would convict in those cases, but after statehood for some reason 
the interest lagged. There were not many of them left— very few. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Judge, will you allow me to ask whether what 
Mr. Critchlow said, on page 19 of this reco/d, would more nearly 
express what you understood to be the situation out there than what 
Mr. Smith said? He said, in reference to this matter of prosecu- 
tion for polygamous cohabitation: 

" There was rather a disinclination upon the part of everybody 
connected with the prosecution of offenses to stir up these matters, 
because we thought it would work itself out : that the situation woula 
become alleviated by the general process of time." 
Mr. McCarty. What date does he give ? 
Mr. Worthington, He is speaking of the time since 1890. 
Mr. McCarty. Mr, Critchlow is about correct. 
Mr. Tayler. That was immediately following 1890 that the answer 
was referring to, was it not? 
Mr. Worthinoton. I understood it to apply from that time on. 
Mr. Van Cott. Until Mr. Critchlow changed his mind. We do 
not say he claimed that after that time. 

Mr. Tayler. That is apart from what I am stating, what this ques- 
tion here referred to. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I understood you to say that would, to your 
id«a, express the situation out there after 1890 and down to the pres- 
ent time — 

" There was rather a disinclination upon the part of everybody con- 
nected with the prosecution of offenses to stir up these matters, be- 
cause we thought it would work itself out; that the situation would 
become alleviated by the general progress of time." 

Mr. McCarty. When my accounts were disallowed for holding 
these people before the United States commissioners I made a com- 
plaint. 1 talked with the United States attorney in regard to the 
matter and he answered me as I have stated. I talked with the judge 
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on the bench, wh* was a Republican. The Hon. John W. Judd was 
a Democrat) and he answered me that the United States attorney had 
had an intimation from the Department of Justice here to ease up on 
those cases. 

Mr. Wobthinoiok. Exactly. 

Mr. Tatleb. When was this? 

Mr. McCabtt. This was along about 1892 or 1893. 

Mr. Wobthinotok. Judge Judd was a Gentile? 

Mr. McCabtt. Yes. The fact of the matter is that both political 
parties at that time were playing for the Mormon vote, and they were 
playinjrhard. 

The Chairman. When was that? 

Mr. McCabtt. In 1893 or 1894. 

Mr. Worthington. At the time of the division. 

Mr* McCabtt. The question was, would Utah be a Republican 
State or a Democratic State; and I want to say now in all fairness 
to the people of the Mormon Church that that has been the cause 
of considerable irritation out there, this coquetting with the church. 
I do not say the political parties as an organization have' attempted 
it, but politicians. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Well, whatever the cause was, you did under- 
stand the fact to be that before statehood the prosecuting officers of 
the United States had stopped these prosecutions ? 

Mr. McCabtt. Practically. I would not say stopped, but there 
was not that vigorous-* — 

Mr. Worthinoton. I understand. 

Mr. McCabtt. The fact of the matter is that prior to the mani- ' 
festo the worst feature of those violations was that they were com- 
mitted in open defiance of the Government, and we understood that 
it was as much to show their contempt, the defiant attitude, as it was 
to live the religion, and of course the prosecutions were very vigorous. 
After the manifesto that feature was eliminated,' and the same re- 
lentless method of pursuing those cases was not followed. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. You do not know whether it would be any 
better, if we had a constitutional amendment, and the United States 
officers had charge of it, now than it was then , I suppose ? 

Mr. McCabtt. My private Opinion is that it would have this 
effect: It would forever eliminate the question from the politics of 
the State, but I do not believe that it would be any more effective 
than it is now, in view of the experience I had when I was district 
attorney. It might, and I believe would, stop any further plural 
marriages. 

Mr. Wobthtnoton. I am coming down to that question next. What 
is your observation there as to whether, as a matter of fact, the number 
of people living in polygamy has decreased since 1890 in Utah? 

Mr. McCabtt. Oh, the change has been phenomenal. 

Mr, Wobthinoton. Phenomenal ? 

Mr. McCabtt. Yes ; phenomenal There are only a very few. In 
the little town in which I resided there for over twenty years 
there were a large number of polygamists. Oh, there must have been 
in the neighborhood of 20 of them: and I can not call to mind now 
but 8 of those old men who are living. They have died or moved 
away. Two of them procured divorces, either a church divorce for 
the plural wife or a divorce in the courts for the legal wife. 
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Mr, Worthington. What town is that to which you refer? 
Mr. McCartt. That is Monroe* 

Mr. Worthinoton, So that there polygamy is practically extinct! 
Mr. MoCartt. Yes; and what can be said of Monroe can be said 
of most other towns in the State. 
Mr. Worthington. Most other towns in the State? 
Mr. McCabty. Yes. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You think the increase, as you say, has been 
phenomenal ? 

_ Mr. McCartt. It is only a matter of a short time until it will dis- 
appear, provided there are no new marriages. 

Mr. Worthington. That is what I was going to ask you about. 
From your knowledge — and when I speak or knowledge, I mean that 
gained by general reputation — what is the fact as to whether there are 
new pluraimarriages in any considerable degree? 

Mr. McCartt. It is rumored that there have been a few — some few, 
a dozen or more. 

Mr. Worthington, As a general thing they are comparatively 
few— the rumors of recent plural marriages ? 

Mr. McCartt. Yes; very few. The people contracting them are 
keeping pretty well under cover. 

Mr, Worthington. Are they not as a general thing out of the 
State? 

Mr. McCartt. Yes ; they are out of the State. 

Mr. Worthington. Fugitives from justice? 

Mr. McCartt. In Alberta, Canada, or down in Mexico. 

Mr. Worthington. Have you any idea, from what you know of the 
situation out there, that if Joseph k. Smith, for instance, or the other 
apostles were to take plural wives now and undertake to live with 
them openly there would be a failure to prosecute, as there is for the 
old relations ? . 

Mr. McCartt. I do not think so. That is my judgment. I hardly 
think that Joseph F. Smith 

Mr. Worthington. Your best judgment is that it is a, dying insti- 
tution, and will soon be dead ? 

Mr. McCartt. As I say, assuming that there will be no new mar- 
riages, of course it will only be a short time until it will disappear. 

Mr. Worthington. What do you find to be the sentiment out there 
among the Mormons themselves, the younger element, let us say, those 
under middle age, as to this matter of polygamy ? 

Mr. McCartt. They are opposed to it. The fact of the matter is, 
there was a sentiment against it long before the manifesto—a senti- 
ment growing up throughput the entire State. 

Mr. Worthington. Among the Mormons themselves? 

Mr. McCartt. Among the Mormons themselvesjn the little com- 
munities there. The sentiment was strong against it, because I know 
of numbers of instances where young ladies were receiving the atten- 
tions of married men, who were courting them with the intention of 
taking them as plural wives, and they oecame almost a hiss and a 
byword. 

Mr. Worthington. When was that — how long ago? 

Mr. McCartt. That was awav back as far as 1886. 

Mr. Worthington. You mean among the Mormons themselves? 
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Mr. McCartt. Yes. This sentiment has been growing for some 
time there. 

Mr. Worthingtjw. You say that was the general feeling among all 
the younger elejpent of the Mormons f 

Mr. M0C4JHT. It was down in the southern part of the State where 
2 resided. 

Mr. Wokthington. They are principally Mormons down there, I 
believe! 

Mr. MoCarty. They are principally Mormons; yes. Of course 
without legislation I do not think it ever would have been entirely 
eliminated for generations, but it was becoming less popular.* 

Mr. Worthinoton. Mr. Chairman, there is another subject we de- 
sire to inquire about, but I would like to have Mr. Van Ciott inquire 
about it, as he is more familiar with that branch of the business in 
Utah than I am. 

The Chairman. Very well. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion, Judge, as to the Mormon 
people being constant in adhering to their party lines ? 

Mr. McCAitrr. Well, they have the reputation — in fact, it is an 
established fact in Utah — that after the ticket is once made up they 
adhere more closely to party lines than the Gentiles. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you had some illustrations of that in con- 
nection with your own campaigns! 

Mr, McCarty. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. Van Cott. Will you mention them? 

Mr. McCartt. Well, this was the case in the first campaign, to 
which I have already referred, 

Mr. Worthinoton. In 1895, do you mean, or 1892! 

Mr. McCarty. In 1895.. Well, in 1892 Sevier County went Re- 
publican from 30 to about 50 votes, and I was elected there by about 
20 majority the first time. The next election my majority was about 
the same. 

Mr. Van Cott. Take the election of 1895, when you ran for dis- 
trict judge* « Who was your opponent? 

Mr. McCarty. E. W. McDaniel. He was a Gentile. 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes; that was when the non-Mormons cut you in 
Sevier County. 

Mr. McCartt. In Sevier County. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention to the Republican Mormons on 
the ticket with you, did they poll ahead of you through these Mor- 
mon settlements and precincts? 

Mr. McCartt. Yes; I believe we elected the entire ticket when I 
ran for judge. 

Mr. Van Cott. And did you hold up with the Mormon Repub- 
licans on your same ticket? 

Mr. McCartt. I was the only district officer voted for except 
Judge Chichester, who ran for the State senate. 

Mr. Van Cott. But in the county, for instance— in Sevier County. 

• Mr. McCartt. No ; I ran behind. My majority was the smallest 
of any candidate on the ticket. The superintendent of public 
schools won out by 8, and I came into the county by 8 votes. 

Mr. Van Cott. He was only 5 Votes ahead of you ! 

Mr. McCartt. He was only 5 votes ahead of me. 
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Mr. Van Cott. And out of what would be the total Republican 
vote? 

Mr. & < Carty. I do not remember, 
Mr. Van Cott. Well, about ? 

Mr. McCarty. We did not have woman suffrage then. I think 
probably 1,000 votes ; that is, the entire vote of the county— 1,000 or 
1,500. 

Mr. Van Cott. Going to the next election, in 1800, who was your 
opponent then for district judge? 
Mr. McCarty. I. J. Stewart 
Mr. Van Cott. What was he in religion! 

Mr. McCarty. He was a Latter-Day Saint, a Mormon, a Sunday- 
school teacher. 

Mr. Van Cott. In that campaign, do you know whether, as a mat- 
ter of fact, there was circulated throughout the district, your record, 
trulv, and some parts of it untruly, appealing to the people that the/ 
ought to beat you for district judge? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes. .His issue was that I had imposed these fines, 
and that I was in favor of a vigorous enforcement of the law. I 
accepted the issue to that extent. 

Mr. Van Cott. When the election was held, tell us how you held 
up with the Mormon Republics** on your ticket, through the Mor- 
mon precincts? 

Mr. McC arty . I ran away ahead. 

Mr. Van Cott. Away ahead? . 

Mr. McCarty. Yes; 1 got the largest vote of any man on the ticket. 
Mr. Van Cott. Great prominence was given to the course you had 
taken in fining these people? 
Mr. McCarty. That was the issue. 

Mr. Van Cott. And you were away ahead on your ticket? 
Mr. McCarty. Yes; I ran ahead in almost every precinct in the 
district. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was Miller ever an opponent of yours? Was he 
ever a prosecutor ? 

Mr. McCarty. Not that I know of. I do not recall. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did Miller ever run for an office? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes. Mr. Miller ran for the constitutional con- 
vention* 

Mr. Van Cott. Oh, that was where he ran? 
Mr. McCarty. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. I wish you would tell us about that, please. 

Mr. McCarty. He was the~Methodist~preacher of Monroe. He was 
a good campaigner, and had campaigned the county for me in 1892, 
and again in 1894. He was nominated as one of the three Republi- 
can candidates, to the constitutional convention from that county. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was he elected ? 

Mr. McCarty, He was. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, before he was nominated, did you have any 
talk with him about running? 
Mr. McCarty. Yes. 
Mr. Van Cott. What was that? 

Mr. McCarty. I went to him and suggested that he run for the 
constitutional convention, and he said that before he could accept a 
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nomination of that kind it would be necessary for him to communi- 
cate with Doctor Biff, in Salt Lake. 
Mr. Van Cott. For what purpose! 

Mr. McCartt. It seems Doctor Hiff had charge of the Methodist 
mission in Utah, and it was necessary to get his consent 
Mr. Van Cott. Necessary to get his consent to run ? 
Mr. McCartt. To get his consent to run. 
Mr. Van Cott. Did he say that to you I 
Mr. McCartt. He said that to me. 
Mr. Van Cott. Afterwards did you see himt 
Mr. McCartt. Isaw him. 
Mr. Van Cott. What did he tell vou ? 
Mr. McCartt. He told me he had not heard from the doctor. 
Mr. Van Cott. Well, later on? 

Mr. McCartt. Later on I met him and he said he had heard from 
the doctor, and the doctor informed him t^ere was no objection to hiih 
accepting that nomination. 

Mr. Van Cott. Who was Mr. Miller's opponent ! 

Mr. McCartt. There were three candidates on each ticket. Sevier 
County was entitled to three members in the constitutional convention. 
President Seegmiller was a candidate. He was one of the Demo- 
cratic candidates. 

Mr. Van Cott* You say President Seegmiller was the president of 
the stake? 

Mr. McCartt. The president of the stake. 
Mr. Van Cott. And one of the opponents of Mr. Miller, who was 
a Methodist, would be President Seegmiller ? 
Mr. McCartt. Yes. 
Mr. Van Cott. Who was elected? 

Mr. McCartt. The three Republicans. Mr. Miller polled his party 
vote. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, passing along to the time of your candidacy 
for the supreme court bench, who was your opponent in that tight? 

Mr. McCartt. Mai. Richard W. Young. 

Mr. Van Cott. You know him personally, do you ? 

Mr. McCartt. Yes, sir; I am well acquainted with him. 

Mr. Van Cott. Just briefly, I wish you would state as to his 
efficiency and popularity in the State. 

Mr. McCartt. Well, lie was the war hero of our State at that time. 
He had just returned from the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was he a graduate of West Point ? 

Mr. McCartt. He was a graduate of West Point 

Mr. Van Cott. A grandson of Brigham Young? 

Mr. McCartt. A grandson of Brigham Young and, I believe, a 
graduate of a law school. That is my understanding. 

Mr. Van Cott. He had practiced law in Utah ? 

Mr. McCartt. Yes ; he had an office there for several vears. 

Mr. Van Cott. He had been in the Philippine Islands during the 
war? 

Mr. McCartt. He had. 

Mr. Van Cott. Had he been on the supreme bench in the Philip- 
pine Islands? 
Mr. McCartt. I so understand ; yea 
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Mr* Van Cott. He came back to Utah and ran on the Democratic 
ticket? 

Mr. McCarty. On the Democratic ticket. 

Mr. Van Cott. You understand that Major Young was a Mormon f 
Mr. McCarty. I do. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was he popular in the State? 

Mr. McCarty. I regarded him as the most popular man in the 
Democratic party. 

Mr. Van Cott. Tell us what you noticed, under those circum- 
stances, as to the way you ran in the Mormon precincts, counties, and 
cities in Utah? 

Mr. McCarty. I hare here the report of the secretary of state, 
which gives the rote in each voting precinct of the State. I will say, 
as a preliminary, that I expected the Major would run away ahead 
of me in the Mormon communities, and I expected to even up in the 
mining district I thought among those Irish my name would be a 
drawing card, but on looking over the returns here I find that the 
Democratic Gentiles voted for Major Young, and the Republican 
Mormons voted for me throughout the State. 

Mr. Tatleh. Was this last year? 

Mr. McCarty. Two years ago. In Park City I beat him by 5 
votes. In the Gentile mining camp of Eureka I ran 10 votes ahead 
of him — in the camp I used to work in as a miner, and where I was 
acquainted with a great many of the people. In the Mormon dis- 
tricts and precincts there was only a difference occasionally of half 
a dozen and probably up to 40 or 50 votes in some of the most popu- 
lous districts. I believe there was one where he ran ahead of me 
about 50 votes. 

Mr. Van Cott. In the beginning, when the Mormon Church first 
announced what has been the political rule, did the Gentile news- ' 
papers generally approve or disapprove of that rule? 

Mr. McCarty. Which was that? i 

Mr. Van Cott. The political rule as to certain high officers in the 
Mormon Church engaging in politics. 

Mr. McCarty. Well, the Gentile Republicans of course were in 
favor of it, but I understand there were some objections made by the 
Democrats at the time it was first announced. 

Mr. Van Cott. Later on, do you know whether the Gentile papers 
attacked this same rule which they had previously approved ? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes. That seems to be the great point of contention 
now. 

Senator Dubois.* Was there an election pending when the rule was 
promulgated? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes; it was during the first State election, and the 
Democrats held a reconvened convention. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. Roberts was running for Congress as a Demo- 
crat? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes. 

Senator Dubois. And Mr. Thatcher for the Senate at that time? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes; Mr. Thatcher and Senator Rawlins. That 
is, the Democratic convention had declared in favor of those two men 
for Senators should the Democrats carry the State. 
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Senator Dubois* And it was during the pendency of the campaign 
that this rule was promulgated ? 

Mr. MoOaktt. Yes; a short time before election- I do not remem- 
ber just how long. 

Senator Dubois. It was supposed that the rule was aimed at Robert 
Thatcher, was it not? 

Mr. McCabty. The Democrats claimed that it was aimed at the 

Wokthinoton. At the party! 
Mr. McCabty. Yes ; the Democratic party. 
Senator Dubois. I beg your pardon for interrupting, Mr. Van Cott. 
Mr. Van Cott. Not at all, Senator. 

Mr. McCartt. I think they claimed Mr. Roberts and Mr. Thatcher 
were mere incidents in that controversy. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did not the Salt Lake Tribune, the principal Gen- 
tile paper, argue editorially again and again that that was a good 
rule! 

Mr. McCabty. Oh, the Republicans generally insisted that that 
was a good rule. They were the beneficiaries. I know^ I made no 
objection to it at the time. Since I have interjected this matter, I 
want here to state that my position was this, that if the Mormons were 
willing to comply with a rule of that kind, a Gentile was not in a po- 
sition to object. It was conceded that the Mormons should have one 
United States Senator and the Gentiles one, and if the Mormons were 
willing to submit to a rule that required them to become an apostle 
or to get consent from the church, why we were not in a position to 
make any objection to it, so long as they did not interfere with the 
other Senator. 

Mr* Van Cott. The Gentiles in Sevier County did not object when 
Mr. Miller got consent from Doctor Hiff, for instance, did they? 
Mr. McCabty. Oh, no. 

Mr. Van Cott. Judge, assuming that matters progress in Utah, as 
you have observed them in the last fourteen years, what would be 
your opinion as to the solution of matters in Utah I 

Mr. McCabty. In what respect? 

Mr. Van Cott. Read my question, please. 

The question was read by the reporter. 

Mr. McCabty. Yes; but the question is very general . 

Mr. Van Cott, I will strike out the question, and ask it in this 
way: Assuming that the matters that occasioned differences between 
the Mormons and Gentiles before 1890 should progress toward solu- 
tion, as they have in the last fourteen years, I would like your opinion 
as to the ultimate result on those matters! 

Mr. McCabty. As I stated, there are so many propositions involved 
in this general question of yours that it is pretty hard to answer. 

Mr. Van Cott. Then let me specify. What do you think of the 
progress in the last fourteen years! 

Mr. McCabty. Oh, it is something that we never anticipated dur- 
ing Territorial days. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is, it is more marvelous than you anticipated? 

Mr. McCabty. Yes; tar more so. 

Mr. Van Cott. And are you surprised that there may have been 
a few polygamous marriages since the manifesto I 
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Mr. McCarty. Well, I was surprised when I first heard that those 
marriages .were being contracted. In fact, I was in hopes, and be- 
lieved, that there was no foundation for the rumors, because I 
belifved at the time that the church intended to and had stopped 
solemnizing plural marriages entirely. I expected at the time of the 
manifesto that there would be occasional infractions of the law, 
occasionally a child born. I did not see how we could expect any- 
thing else, with men living in those relations, rearing their children, 
visiting them, having to care for them ; but that, I think/ we all 
anticipated. 

Mr. Van Corr. Did you think there never would be even a sporadic 
case of polygamy? 

Mr. McCarty. No; I never did go to that extent. I expected 
there would be some. I was of the opinion, though, that the church 
would discipline its members who entered into this relation. 

Mr. Van Cott. You may take the witness. 

Mr. Tayler. Judge, in 1899, or thereabouts^ some time before 
these prosecutions for polygamous cohabitation in your part of the 
State, you had called a grand jury, had you ? 

Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That grand jury had investigated claims of polyga- 
mous cohabitation within the county ? 
Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. You were on the bench? 
Mr. McCarty. I was on the bench. 
Mr. Tayler. It returned no indictments ? 

Mr. McCarty. It did not return any indictments — not for unlaw- 
ful cohabitation. It did return indictments, but not for unlawful 
cohabitation and polygamy. 

Mr. Tayler. None for unlawful cohabitation? 

Mr. Worthington. Or polygamy, he says. 

Mr. McCarty. Or polygamy, 

Mr. Tayler. Then, a year after that, these cases came before you 
upon informations ? 
Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Which were based upon affidavits made bv Mr. Owen, 
were they not? * 

Mr. McCarty. Well ? I can not answer that. The informations 
were sworn to. That is, the informations upon which the hearings 
were had, were filed by the county attorney. 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. McCarty. Now, Mr. Owen may have filed affidavits. 

Mr. Tayler. I do not care so much about the identity of the per- 
son, but I wanted to distinguish particularly, for I misunderstood, 
between this grand jury investigation, from which, so far as polyga- 
mous cohabitation cases were concerned, nothing issued, and the 
actual cases where you did sentence them, and those were based upon 
informations. 

Mr. 'McCarty. Yes, sir. 

Mr* Tayler. Now, there were four or five persons against whom 
these indictments were filed, all of whom appeared before you and 
entered pleas of guilty t 
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Mr. McCabty. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. And fou sentenced theraf 

Mr. McCabty. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. They were the only cases, I suppose, at that time that 
had come up in that community since statehood! 

Mr. McCabty. Yes j those were the only cases. 

Mr. Tayleb. Have there been any since? 

Mr. McCabty. No, sir: there have been none since. 

Mr. Tayleb. So that this prosecution was quite as sporadic as any 
ease of polygamous marriage was claimed to have been, if it occurred ? 

Mr. McCabty. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb* You know all these men, I suppose? 

-Mr. McCabty. Yes; I was .pretty well acquainted with Bishop 
Poulson and Bishop Home. With the others I had a passing ac- 
quaintance. J had done some business with the man Borg in years 
gone by. . 

Mr. Tayleb. They all lived in your town, did they ? 

Mr. McCabty. They all lived in my town. ♦ 

Mr. Tayleb. And you had lived there how long! 

Mr. McCabty. At that time I had lived, I think, a couple of years 
in Richfield, but then I had known them before. I had lived in the 
county about twenty years. 

Mr. Taylbb. You are the son of a Mormon, are you not? 

Mr. McCabty. Well, now, father was a Mormon part of the time. 

Mr. Tayleb. I was only getting at your early atmosphere. I sup- 
posed you were born in a Mormon family. 

Mr. McCabty. I was born in a Mormon family, but father left 
the church in 1872 or 1873. 

Mr. Wobthington. How old were you then, Judge? 

Mr. McCabty. I was about 12 years old, or something like that— 
12 or IB. But I want to say that mother, from the time that I can 
remember, was very much opposed to Mormonism, and father left the 
church in 1872. He was not in good fellowship for many years, be- 
cause he did not approve of the defiant attitude of the church toward 
the Government After the manifesto he believed it was in good 
faith, and he some time afterwards joined the church again. 

Mr. Tayleb. Is he living now ? 

Mr. McCabty. Oh, no; lie died some years ago. 

Mr. Tayleb* These men whom you knew appeared before you. 
They claimed, some of them at least, that they understood there was 
no law against polygamous cohabitation since statehood, did they 
not? 

Mr. McCabty. They made some claim. I have not examined the 
record for years, but my recollection is that they either made a claim 
that there was no law or they understood that they would be per- 
mitted to live in these relations, 

Mr. Tayleb. You had nothing to do with instituting these prosecu- 
tions, had you? 

Mr. McCabty. No j I had nothing to do in regard to commencing 
them. 

Mr. Tayleb. They came before you k the usual and regular course 
of business? 
Mr. McCabty. a es* 

Mr. Taylbk. Just as any other case would 
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Mr. McCabty. The same as any other class of offenses. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you think, Judge, that anybody ever charged you 
with dealing with these offenders, all of whom plead guilty, other- 
wise than with the greatest consideration and clemency ! 

Mr. McCabty. I do not think so. I do not know. 

Mr. Tayleb. Is their anything in all of that record, or in your 
treatment of them that was not in fact considerate and clement? 

Mr. McCabtt. No; I intended it should be. I intended that it 
should be very mild under the circumstances, because there was a 
sentiment there that those offenses Were condoned and there was no 
objection to them, and I did not think it would hardly be right to 
inflict a severe penalty under those circumstances, until they had 
been given a mild lesson. I will say, Mr. Tayler, that prior to the 
manifesto this was the same course that the United States courts 
followed, that where men came up and promised to obey the law, 
sometimes a light fine was imposed, sometimes none, and they were 
told to 

Mr. Tayleb. Go and sin no more ? 

Mr. McCabtt. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. In these cases you inflicted finest 
Mr. McCabty. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Varying in amounts, I suppose, according to the finan- 
cial condition of the man who was charged? 

Mr. McCabty. Yes, sir. I understood the financial condition* 
The man who paid the smallest fine I think probably was— 

Mr. Tayler. He felt the burden as much as the others? 

Mr. McCabty. If not more so, 

Mr. Tayler. How much was the smallest fine you imposed? 
Mr. McCabty. My recollection is it was $25. 
Mr. Tayler. What was the statutory punishment? What was the 
maximum? 

Mr. McCabty. The maximum, I think, was three months in the 
county jail and $300 fine. 

Mr. Tayler. Was it not six months in the county jail? 

Mr. McCarty. Possibly it was six months in the county jail. 

Mr. Tayler. At any rate there was a substantial imprisonment if 
the court saw fit to inflict that? 

Mr, McCarty. Oh, yes. 

The Chairman. How long was it, Mr. Tayler? 
Mr. Tayler. He says it may have been six months. That is my 
impression, that it is six months. 
Mr. Van Cott. That is right. 

Mr. Tayler. Imprisonment in the county jail and $300 line is the 
maximum punishment under this law against unlawful cohabitation. 
What was the highest fine ? 

Mr. Wobthington. Do you say it was imprisonment and fine, or 
imprisonment or fine ? 
Mr. Tayleb. Or both, I suppose, in the usual language. 
The Chairman. Both, in the discretion of the court. 
Mr. McCabty. $150 is my recollection. 

Mr. Tayler. You talked to all these defendants [addressing Mr. 
Worthington and Mr. Van Cott]. Is this typewritten record to go 
in the printed record ? 

S. Doc. 486, 50-1, vol 2 57 
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Mr. Woithiw qtok . We did not intend to jrot !t in evidence, but 
we handed it to you, and if you desire to have it. it will go in. 
Mr. Tatuol It will save me some trouble if it goes in* 
Mr. WoftTHiKOTOK. AH right; let it be inserted. 
The Chairman. There being no objection, it will go in* 
The paper referred to is as follows: 

In the tiath judicial district court, State of Utah, County of Sevier. 

■m %nd remarks m*vd« whil* th+ wtti ow WW pp fry ccmtdwfcttop mm <u< pot>j inlaid court 
oo Saturday, October H, MW.J 

At 11 o'clock a. m., after the transaction of other business, the cases 
were called and proceedings had as follows: 

The Court. Are there any other matters, Mr. Chidester! 

Mr. Chidester. I think there are some other arraignments to be 
made now if the parties are ready. 

The Court. You may proceed with the other arraignments. Are 
the parties represented by counsel? 

Mr. Chidestwl I don't know. They can be called and we can 
ascertain. 

The Court. Yes; you may call them, Mr. Clark. 
Hie Clerk. Paul Poulson. 

Mr. Poulson arose from the audience and came forward to a seat 
B ft ftr the d ffl rki ' 

The Court. You might call over all of them and ascertain whether 
they are represented by counsel 
The Clrrx. Joseph 8. Home, are you represented by counsel! 
Mr. Horns* No, sir. ■ 
Mr. Home came forward. 
The Cleer. Lars Peter Christensen. 

There waa no answer, Mr. Christensen not being present in the 
court room. 

The Clrrx. Ole P. Borg, are you represented by counsel! 
Mr. Borg came forward. 

The Curat. Hans Christensen, are you represented by counsel! 
Mr. Christensen. No, sir. 
Mr. Christensen came forward. 

The Court. They may all come forward inside the railing here. 

All who were not already inside the railing complied except Lars 
P. Christensen, who had not arrived at the court room. 

The Couwr. What is the charge? 

Mr. Chidester. Unlawful cohabitation* 

The Court. In each case! 

Mr. Chidester. In each case — just the same. 

The Court. Well, have you counsel, gentlemen! 

This was answered by some of the defendants saying, P No, sir; I 
have not," and others made gestures indicating answers in the nega- 
tive. 

The Court. Well, do you wish to employ counsel! The court 

Mr. Poulson. Your honor, so far as I am concerned, I don't hardly 
think it will do me any gooa to employ any counsel in the matter, 
Mr. Horns Do you wish each to respond ! 
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The Court, Yes; If you desire counsel the court will gins you time 
and opportunity to procure counsel. 

Mr. Horne, I will nay, your honor, that no far as I am concerned 
I don't feel disposed to employ counsel, nor do I think it necessary 
that I should have counsel. 

. Mr. Bono. I think that my case is similar to the other gentlemen* 
that there will be no necessity to employ an attorney. 

Hans Cheistensen. Your honor. I haven't got any counsel and 
I don't feel disposed to think it would do me any good to employ one. 

The Court. Well, you may read the information* Are you ad- 
vised of the nature and character of the charge filed against you, 
each and every one of you f 

Mr. Poulson. I am. 

The Court. Well, you may read the information, Mr. Clerk, unless 
the reading of it is waived* 

The Clesk. Paul Pou Awn, do you desire the information read f 

Mr. Poulson. No, I don't think that it is necessary, and I waive* 

The Couar. Do vou understand the nature of the charge? 

Mr. Poulson. Yes, sir; I understand the nature of the charm. 

The Court. You are personally advised as to the nature and the 
character of the charge? 

Mr. Poulson. Yes, sir. 

The Court. Does either of you other gentlemen wish to have the 
information read? 

Mr. Hob ne. Your honor, I will simply say this, that personally I 
have no great desire for it, but in order that it may be clearly un- 
derstood, perhaps it would not be amiss that one should be read. I 
understand it is a similar case with all of us. 

The Court. Well, you may read i^ Mr. Clerk. 

The clerk read the information, with the indorsements thereon, to 
Mr. Home. 

The Clerk. Shall I take or demand the plea to this now ? 

The Court. Well, the court doesn't desire to burden the defendants 
with any additional costs by employing an attorney, but it would 
be much more satisfactory to the court if they were represented by 
some attorney here who thoroughly understands the facts and cir- 
cumstances of the several cases. I simplv make this suggestion. Of 
course the court has no advice to give in the matter, but if they could, 
either separately or collectively, make arrangements with some at- 
torney who has some knowledge of the facts and circumstances of 
the cases, it would be more satisfactory to the court; and I wi)l 
state— however, you may read the other two informations unless the 
defendants waive the reading of them, and I will let the matter go 
over until this afternoon before accepting the plea. 

The Clerk. Ole P. Borg, do you desire or ask this read, or do you 
waive the hearing of it? , 

Mr. Boro. I believe I understand the document now all right I 
have heard it read before. 

The Court. You have heard it read before! 

Mr. Borg. Yes, sir. 

The Court. Do you wish it read now! 

Mr. Boro, No, sir. . , 

The Court. Do you waive the reading of it! 

Mr. Boro. If your honor thinks best to read it; I don't know. 
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The Court. You had better proceed to read it unless it is volun- 
tarily waived. 

The clerk read the information and indorsements thereon to the 
defendant, Borg. 

The Clerk. The plea, I understand, goes over until this afternoon ? 

The Court. Yes, they may plead this afternoon. 

The Clerk. Hans Christensen, arise, please. 

The defendant named complied, and the clerk read to him the in- 
formation and the indorsements thereon. 

The Clerk. Are you represented by an attorney, Mr. Lars Peter 
Christensen! 

Mr. Christensen (who had, during the foregoing proceedings, 
come into the court room). No, sir. 
The Court. Well, you may read the information to him. 
The Clerk. Arise, please. 

The defendant, L. r. Christensen, complied, and the clerk read to 
him the information and indorsements thereon. 

Mr. Bean (an attorney at law who, during the latter portion of 
the proceedings, had been consulting with the defendant, Paul Poul- 
soft). May it please the court, in the matter of the State against Paul 
Poulson, he would prefer if nis case could be disposed ofthis morn- 
ing, for the reason that he is called away to another part of the 
country this afternoon. He has spoken to me to appear for him in 
this matter, which I am ready to do, and we waive all further time. 

The Court.. You may take Mr. Poulson's plea, Mr. Clerk. Are 
you ready to plead, Mr. Poulson f 

Mr. Chjdrster. Mr. Bean is consulting with the defendant He 
will be, yes, sir: in a minute. 

Mr. Bean. He is ready to take your plea now. 

The Clerk. Paul Poulson, what is your plea to the information 
charging you with the crime of unlawful cohabitation, of which you 
have waivW the reading this morning f 

Mr. Poulson. A plea of guilty. 

The Clerk. A plea of guilty! 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bran. Now, may it please the court— 

The Court. Just wait a minute. [The court examined some 
books.] Pass me the information. [The clerk complied.] You may 
stand up, Mr. Poulson. [The defendant complied.] On the 21st 
day of the present month you were informed against by the district 
attorney of this judicial district charging you with the offense of 
unlawful cohabitation alleged to have been committed on the 1st day 
of February, 1898, and continuously between that date and the 20th 
day of September, 1899, You were subsequently arraigned on this 
charge ana entered a plea of guilty, and at the request or your coun- 
sel made in open court in your presence the time for passing judg- 
ment was fixed forthwith. 

Mr. Poulson. Yes, sir. 

The Court* Have you anything to say or cause to show why the 
Judgment of the court should not now be pronounced against you? 

Mr. Poulson. I will get my counsel to state it for me, if your 
honor please. 

Mr. Bran. Well t I have this to say, your honor, in behalf of the 
defendant I 'realise that he has plead guilty to this charge, but 
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your honor is familiar with the facts that have surrounded this de- 
fendant in the past. Your honor is aware, no doubt, that he con* 
tracted this marriage with hk alleged plural wife prior to the 
Tucker-Edmunds law 

The Court. Prior to 1887! 

Mr. Bean. I think so; yes, sir. 

The Dependant. Yes, m. 

Mr. Bean. That is as I understand it, and he informs me that that 
is true. At the time that he contracted this marriage he believed 
that he was in line with his religious duties as he understood them. 
There was no law in this Territory at that time prohibiting it 

The Court. Pardon me for interrupting and correcting you. There 
was a law away back as early as 1862. 

Mr. Bean. Well, I will say it hadn't been passed upon by the 
Supreme Court of the United States at that time. It was believed 
by a great many people at that time in this State to be unconstitu- 
tional At least, I believe it was pending before the Supreme Court 
of the United States at that time. At all events, it is one of those 
old cases for which this State and Territory has become somewhat 
noted. And this man— I have known him for a great many years, 
and no doubt your honor has, and you know that he has been a peace- 
able, law-abiding citizen, that he never has been arraigned before 
any court for any offense whatever save this one offense. He has, he 
tells me, and I believe that to be true, that he has endeavored ever 
since the law came into effect to live up to the laws of his country. 
But your honor, perhaps, can realize his condition, the condition 
which surrounds him as some others, that his wife, his young wife, 
has raised a young family, her family is practically young, all of her 
children, it became his duty as an honorable man and as a citizen of 
our country, a man that wanted to do right between fellow-beings, 
to support and educate; he took care of that family and he tells me he 
has been endeavoring to live up to the law. He has not tried to live 
in defiance of the law, but he has endeavored to obey the law as he 
understood it,* but he perhaps has fallen by the wayside a little and 
he tells me now that he endeavored, struggled to live up to the law, 
at the same time supporting this family, providing for them ; he has 
provided a good home, took care of them ; but that it is his firm in- 
tention in the future to live up to the law. And I desire to say 
further that he has no desire and has not deserted his first wife for 
the younger wife or family, but that he has supported his older fam- 
ily, and he is now supporting them, and he has supported them all, 
and it is quite, it is considerable, or requests considerable, to do, for 
it is quite burdensome to support a large family; and while he is 
technically guilty he has supported the family; he is not raising up 
paupers or fatherless children, you may say, on the community, and 
a heavy punishment here would do no good; it would probably de- 
prive this large family of- 

The Court. Well, I wish to ask one question. 
Mr. Bean. . Very well. 

The Court. In imposing a penalty in the form of a fine, the finan- 
cial condition that a man is in sometimes has something to do with 
the punishment. If a man is in straitened circumstances a small fine 
would be much more of a severe punishment than one much larger, 
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probably, to some other person, if applied to some person who is in, 
as we term it in this country, easy circumstances or who has a surplus 
of means or resources to draw from? 
Mr. Bean. Yes, sir: I think that is true. 

The Court. While I am acquainted with this gentleman, and whilo 
I have some information in regard to the financial condition of them, 
yet I have no information at all as to what Mr, Poulson's finances 
are, and I simply state this because a man who is in straitened cir- 
cumstances and has limited means when a fine is imposed his family 
very often are the real sufferers. 

Mr. Beak. Yes, sir ; I was coming to, or going to urge, that point 
I am glad the court has mentioned it* I wifl say, so far as Mr. Toul- 
son is concerned, he has a large family and has a farm ; he is called— 
he is a farmer in this country and has a small farm. He has limited 
means; he has just enough means that he can move along nicely, that 
he can support his family by being industrious, and of course if any 
heavy fine should be imposed his family would really suffer as much 
as he. while of course he can better afford to pay a reasonable fine 
than be incarcerated in fail, notwithstanding his limited means. His 
property—he is not hardly one of our well-to-do men, but he is a man, 
as I said before, who has very limited means, but by strict frugality 
and industry he can get along and support nis family, and I trust, 
in view of the facts of the man's condition, in view of the fact 
that his marriage relations were contracted away years ago; in view 
of the fact that he has supported both of his families in as good a 
condition as he could, and has not deserted any of them, but has been 
a father to all of them; the further fact that he promises now to 
obey the law in the future, to live up to every requirement made of 
him by our laws, and all the facts surrounding this case, that your 
honor 'will take it into consideration and will be as lenient as you in 
your good judgment can see proper so to do. That is all I feel to 



The Court. You may stand up, Mr. Ppulson. [The defendant 
complied.] The law under which you stand charged with having 
violated reads as follows [reading from Statutes, sec. 4209, Rev. 
Stat, 1898] : " If any male person hereafter cohabits with more than 
one woman he shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction 
thereof shall be punished by a fine of not more than $800, or by im- 
prisonment in the county jail lor not more than six months, or by 
both amid punishments, in the discretion of the court" Formerly 
the only provision making this offense a .crime within this State, 
formerly Territory, was to be found in the United States Statutes. 
Congress, having jurisdiction over the several Territories, enacted a 
tew making polygamy, unlawful cohabitation, and adultery United 
States offenses in such Territories. It is not necessary for the court 
to refer to, call attention to, or review the various stages that this 
State, formerly Territory, has passed through in connection with the 
enforcement of this law &y the United States courts. In 1892 the 
Utah legislature enacted a law that the court has read to you. It 
was the first bill that waa introduced at that session, in the council, 
one of the branches of the thai Territorial legislature, and the bill 
came up for discussion at various times. Some amendments were 
offered to it It finally passed the council The president of this 
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stake of the church to which you belong was speaker of the house, the 
other branch of the said Territorial legislature, Hon. William H. 
King, also a coreligionist of yours, a man of honor, of sterling char- 
acter, and a man who has since represented this State in the National 
Congress at Washington with great credit to himself and to the State, 
was president of the council. Nearly all the members of that legis- 
lature that first enacted this law were members of your church, the 
church to which you belong, and there has been considerable discus- 
sion in this State since the advent of statehood as to the construction 
that the people of this State are justified in placing upon this statute 
and the force and effect that should be given it. I will call your 
attention to an amendment that was offered by Mr. Pierce, who, by 
the way, is not a member of the church to which you belong, as I 
understand, and was not at that time. I may be in error about this. 
Mr. Chidesteh. No ; that is correct. 

The Court. He offered the amendment referred to in the house 
after it had passed the council by almost a unanimous vote, the only 
men voting against it were Gentile members who did so on the ground 
that they claimed that it was unconstitutional, or, in other words — I 
will correct that — that they claimed the Territorial legislature had no 
right to legislate on this subject, as the Congress of the United States 
had enacted laws covering the subject-matter of the bill, and Mr. 
Fierce, as appears from the House Journal, which is a public record 
of the proceedings of that branch of the legislature, offered the 
amendment referred to. I will now read the amendment offered 
[reading from House journal, p. 492} : " That there shall be no pros* 
ecutions under the provisions of this act while the statutes or the 
United States relating to the same subject remain in force in this 
Territory." The object of this amendment was to have this law, Ter- 
ritorial faw, remain in abeyance so lone; as the United States law cov- 
ering the same subject-matter remained in full force and effect and so 
long as the people violating the provisions of this act were subject to 
prosecution for the offenses by the United States courts. The motion 
and amendment was lost, ana, as shown by the journal of the house, 
the bill was passed by a unanimous vote of ail who were present. 
Three members were absent The bill was in its then condition, 
which is its present condition, and, as before stated, all who were 
present voted for it and the amendment was lost, thereby emphasising 
the fact that the law was intended to be enforced. Since then the 
constitution was adopted and Utah admitted as a State. Then it 
was a mooted question as to whether or not the law against unlawful 
cohabitation, polygamy, and kindred offenses, as passed by the Ter- 
ritorial legislature, remained in full force, or whether by virtue of 
the provisions of the State constitution the law referred to was wiped 
out of existence upon the. advent of statehood. The question was 
raised before, I think, nearly every district judge in this State, who 
held that this law continued in force— I know that I held it in the 
case of the State against Sawyer, at Panguitch; Judge Johnson, of 
the seventh judicial district so held; Judge Higgins, of the fifth 
judicial district, and Judge Hart, of the first judicial district so held. 
A case was finally appealed from a judgment rendered by Judge Hart 
in one of those case and carried to the supreme court of the State, and 
the supreme court, in a very searching, able, and well-considered 
opinion, held that the law referred to was still in force. 
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Notwithstanding the decisions of the courts, some still, some of the 
residents of Utah, still insisted that the law was practically repealed 
or annulled by the constitution. However, it was engrafted into our 
code-rthe code of 1898* The code was revised and all of the laws 
that now appear in the code of 1898 were reenacted. This law which 
I have read to you was inserted as one of the provisions of the code, 
a id notwithstanding this fact a great many still insisted that they 
were under no moral obligations to respect and live within the law 
because, they claimed, it crept into the code inadvertently and the 
legislature was not aware of it, and that it was an oversight on the 
part of the legislators, or otherwise it would have been omitted from 
the code. I remember of hearing one of the political campaigners in 
1898 make that statement in a public meeting or political rally, and 
he is a man of great influence, a man who is to-day one of the leading 
journalists of the State. But in 1899 the last legislature, the legis- 
lature that was in session in Salt Lake City last winter, passed this 
law which I shall now read to you [reading from p. 22, Session Laws 
1899, chap. 7] : "An act approving, legalizing, and adopting the Re- 
vised Statutes of Utah, 1898. Be tt enacted oy the legislature of the 
State of Utah: Sic. 1. Revised Statutes adopted* That the Revised 
Statutes of Utah, 1898, as prepared, compiled, and printed by the code 
commission pursuant to chapter 22 of the Session Laws of 1897, 
passed at the second regular session, are hereby approved, legalized, 
and adopted." So we find that those who so persistently insisted 
that the law ought not to have any moral or legal force because it 
was not really the will of the people are in error. As you are aware, the 
great majority of the members of the legislature were ladies and gen- 
tlemen of your own faith, and if they had desired that this law should 
not be enforced they would have repealed it I take it for granted 
that the legislatures act honestly, and that they did not intend that 
this statute should be used as a blind and kept on the statute books 
lor the purpose only of the effect that it might have beyond the 
boundaries of Utah, and I dont think that there is any citizen of this 
State who is justified in any such assumption. 

I have made these observations because there has been considerable 
discussion throughout this district, and. I believe, other parts of the 
State, as to what force and effect should be given this statute. 

Your oounsel, in speaking for you, Mr* Poulson, said that it is 
your intention— your honest intention— to try and live within the 
law in the future, and I presume that he was authorized to make that 
statement 
Mr. Poimon. Tea, sir. 

The Court. That being the case, the court is inclined to be ctyite 
lenient: however, my attention has been called to other matters 
which I shall call your attention to, in order that it may explain the 
action that the court will take in passing judgment in the several 
eases of this kind that are now before it And the information that 
came to me was before any arrest had been made, before these prose- 
cutions were started, and so far as I am advised, before they were 
even thought of by the people. I was informed that in a recent pub- 
lic discourse of yours, after commenting upon this statute you gave 
expression to sentiments which showed your lack of respect for the 
Government of the United States, and, I might say, contempt for the 
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lawn, not only of the Government, but of this State also—for the 
Government of the United States now has nothing absolutely what- 
ever to do with these prosecutions. Whatever is done in this matter 
is done by the courts created by the people of Utah and by the offi- 
cers who are elected by the people or this State. The responsibility 
of the enforcement of this law is thrown entirely upon the people of 
this State. I refer to these matters not for the purpose of punishing 
you for the statements that you may have made respecting the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or for any contempt that you may have 
signified that you entertained for the laws, but simply to show the 
state of your mind* I will further state that my informants were 
men of nigh standing in the Mormon Church. They informed me 
that you had made certain statements, but at the same time expressed 
themselves to the effect that you had not voiced the sentiments of any 
considerable number of your coreligionists. They were -emphatic 
in saying that your utterances were entirely out or place, and were 
universally condemned. I state this in justice to those with whom 
you are associated in a religious sense, because I think that under a 
Government such as ours, where the laws themselves are so mild that 
the restraint imposed by them is imperceptible, the utmost free- 
dom is given to every citizen. Every citizen, no matter from what 
clime he may emigrate, no matter what his condition may have been, 
the moment that he steps his foot upon American soil he is the equal 
of every other individual. The Government says to him, when you 
have resided here a sufficient length of time to become familiar with 
our laws and our institutions you will be placed upon the same 
equality, the same advantages, the same opportunities will be given 
you and your children as is given the native sons and daughters of 
this free country. And I think, I believe, that the people with 
whom you associate religiously realize that it is a little out of place, 
it is in bad taste for a man who is an adopted citizen, who has taken 
the oath of allegiance, to make such observations and to make any com- 
plaint It appears to me that when we look back over the pages of 
history and see what grand opportunities have been given, what 
great honors have been inferred upon people of foreign birth, 
that there is everything to arouse the gratitude, a love, and a rever- 
ence for the Government that will give them these opportunities 
and privileges. The judgment of the court is that you pay a fine 
of $150, and the fine is made light and mild, the penalty is mild, and 
is made so because of the promise that you have made, which the 
court believes that you will keep. I have known you as one of the 
citizens of this community, one wno has been honored in various ways. 
I have always heard you spoken of as a man whose word could always 
be relied on ; in other words, that your word in the community here 
is considered equal to your bond. That is the reputation that you 
have in this community, and for that reason the court is justified in 
assuming that you will keep the promise that you have made. 

The observations that I have made will apply so far as the facts 
will justify and warrant to the other defendants in these cases. , 

The Coubt. What is your pleasure, gentlemen? Do you wish to 
have your cases disposed of now, or do you wish them disposed of 
now! 
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Mr. Horns. If the court please, I would just as soon have mine dis- 
posed of now as to come in again this afternoon. 
TheCLEBK. What is your plea, guilty or not guilty? 
Mr. Hohne. Guilty. " 

The Court. Well, what is your honest intention with reference to 
▼our conduct in the future? Is it your intention to live within the 
law? 

Mr. Horns. Your honor, it has always been my intention to be a 
peaceable, law-abiding citizen, and it is my intention now. Nearly 
twenty years ago I married two wives and since that time laws have 
come into existence that of course call me into question for living with 
them, and it is asking a good deal to say to a man, " Send a part of 
your family adriftlhto the world and I have thought this matter 
over seriously and I felt that they were dear to me, and as their lives 
would be blighted did I take such a course, it would be more manly 
and more honorable to me to support them, to school my children, take 
care of them, and treat them well, and the result is that I am now 
charged with unlawfully cohabitating with those wives. I don't 
like to make promises as to my future course, but I will sav this: I 
want to be a good and law-abiding citizen, I want to aid those who 
are on hand to sustain the law, and to live at peace and to promote 
peace in our community, and I don't feel that I now am any more 
determined than I have been heretofore to honor the laws of my coun- 
try. I will say this, however, that it has been my pride to know that 
I am a citizen of this great nee country, and I appreciate the privi- 
leges of citizenship as such, and I hope that I may be enabled to so 
conduct myself that by an honorable course I might prove worthy of 
theprivileges that are vouchsafed to the citizens of this country. 

The Court. It is not. the object nor the intention of the law to 
^compel men who have reared two families to cast either of them 
adnfV-throw them upon the charity of the community ; and I think 
that you gentlemen who have failed to do this, who have provided 
your families with the necessaries of life, schooled and educated your 
children, are entitled to credit for that Hie object of the law is not 
that harsh, nor is it the intention that those families that have been 
raised as the result of tout living and cohabiting with two or more 
wives should be cast adrift, and I am unable to conceit how a man 
with any sense of honor could be capable of pursuing a course that 
would result in that condition and being misery and destitution to his 
family. And when you state that it is vour desire to obey and live 
within the law the court does not only believe, but feels justified in 
saying, that it is satisfied that you mean just what you say, because 
I have had more opportunities to become acquainted with you and 
know your disposition than any of the other defendants now before 
the court As was observed by a neighbor of mine and of yours, 
since these prosecutions were started, in speaking of you— and he is a 
man who has known you well, a man whom I have every confidence in, 
a man whom the people here at large, irrespective of creed or party, 
has unlimited confidence. Re said: "There is Bishop Horne; I 
dont believe he could be induced or persuaded to violate even a city 
ordinance knowingly." And I am of the same opinion. I realize 
the unfortunate situation that many citizens of this State are placed 
in, and the spirit of the law is that courts may take into consideration 
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the weaknesses and frailties of human nature. It is only when a man 
becomes defiant and expresses a contempt for the law or assumes an 
attitude of defiance that the courts are inclined to be severe. Under 
these conditions and circumstances, when that attitude is taken, then 
it becomes the duty of the court in pronouncing and fixing penalties 
to make them far more severe than when an infraction of the law is 
caused by the weaknesses and frailties of human nature, and the con- 
dition and situation in which the man is placed and the circumstances 
by which he is surrounded are somewhat responsible for that infrac- 
tion. I. will state, however, that, being a. leading man in the com- 
munity here— and I might have made that observation to Mr. Poul- 
son — it will not do for. the court to make a farce of the law ; and the 
judgment of the court is that you pay a fine of $75. 

The Court. Mr. Borg. do you wish to plead at this time? 

Mr. Bono. I believe, if your honor please, that I would like to have 
it go over until this afternoon* 

The Court. Well, what have you to say — what is your name? 

One of the Defendants. Hans Christensen. 

The Court. Do you wish to enter a plea at this time? If you 
would prefer to have it go over the court will 

Mr. Christensen. Well, I believe I would just as leave have it now. 

The Court. What is your plea? 

Mr. Christensen. Guilty. 

The Court. What have you to say with reference to your conduct 
in the future— what is your intention ? 

Mr. Christensen. Well, if the court please, I would like to say 
that my case is very much similar, to the other gentlemen who have 
expressed themselves. I married my plural wife nearly thirty years 
ago, or at least more than twenty-five years ago, and of course hare 
raised a family. And while I don't reel to be defiant against the 
law, never have, yet on account of these circumstances I find myself 
complained against, and I would like to say that, so far as my inten- 
tion is, why i desire to be a law-abiding citizen and to live within the 
law. It has been my desire heretofore ; and yet on account of circum- 
stances, having a large number of children to provide for and to see 
that they are properly taken care of, it has become my duty, I so felt 
it, to associate more or less with the family; and through this, of 
course, I find myself in the condition that I am at the present time. 
I will say that I am not in very flush circumstances, I have got noth- 
ing to depend on but a small farm to depend upon and my labors, 
manual labors, and I find myself just that it is all that I can do to 
just get along and provide for those who are dependent upon me. 
And for these reasons I would ask the court to be as lenient as pos- 
sible. I realize that I am liable, and while my intentions are to live 
within the law, as far as possible, I trust that the court will realize 
that when, as it has been the case in this case, after having had to 
associate with the family in order to provide and to see that the chil- • 
dren are properly instructed and cared for and advised, that it has 
resulted as it has. I don't know that I can say anything further. 
Trusting that the court will take into consideration these circum- 
stances and surroundings and be as lenient in the case as justice will 
demand, I believe that is all that I have to sav. 
Mr. Chidester. Let's see, did you enter a plea? 



The Cunx. Yes. 

Mr. Hahsbx. I would say, though, that in the reeding of the 
Information that the statements which hate been made that the 
cohabitation had been continued from a certain date right along— I 
would say that for the last over two Tears— I have not been guilty of 
those doings. Whether that might nave, should have been amid be- 
-fore, I believe, while I fait that the information covered the ground 
and I plead guilty; yet I dont know but we have by agreement 
endeavored to live within the law. 

The Cocar. What is your initials— your first name! 

Mr. Chkistenskn . Hans. 

Mr. Chimcstml Stand up, Mr. Christensen. 

The defendant complied. 

The Couit. In addition to what I have already said, I will state 
that in the future the infraction of this statute will receive the same 
attention that the balance of the penal code does, and I am assured 
by the prosecuting officers of this district and of the several counties 
that in the prosecution of these cases the court will have their active 
support and cooperation, and I have also had this assurance by many 
other citizens— in fact all who have spoken to me in relation to the 
matter— and whatever action that the court takes at this time it does 
not wish it to be understood that it will be a criterion or precedent 
by which it will be governed in the future. The judgment of the 
court is that you pay a fine of $50. The court fixes the penalty light 
by virtue of the promises that you have made here in open court, and 
the court has every reason to believe that each defendant who has 
made these promises and to believe that they have been made in good 
faith. 

TheCouxr. What is the name of the other! 
The Clerk. Lars Peter Christensen. 

The Coumr. Oh, yes,* L. P. Christensen. Do you wish to enter 
your plea now, Mr. Christensen t 

Mr. Chxjstxnsxk. I dont wish to keep your honor from your din* 
ner, if you would rather have it go over to the 

The Coctt. It is not quite adjourning time yet; the court has ten 
minutes. If you desire to enter your plea now and get the case dis- 
posed of you may do so, or you may continue it untilafter dinner. 

TheCLBtK. What is your plea, guilty or not guilty? 

Mr. Chxistxhsbw. I plead guilty. 

The CoiTBT, What have you to say, Mr. Christensen, with refer-, 
ence to your intentions and your conduct in the future? 

Mr. Chbistxhskh. Well, if you please, your honor, I will state my 
case is a little different from these other gentlemen. My hearing is 
not quite as good as it vsed to be, and you will excuse me for drawing 
up a little closer. 

The Court. Ob u-yss. 

Mr. CiptisTENSBN. Some nine or ten years ago I was indicted at 
the same time with the rest of these gentlemen, and I decided it was 
my duty to obey the law. Some three or four years after I was ar- 
rested on a similar charge, my family was dragged to Provo, and I 
was held here before the commissioners for a long time to search out 
and find evidence, but they finally discharged me as not having 
broken any law. I was later arrested and bound over on the most 



s*u> moot. MM 

untrue charges that could be produced I wrote my om to the prose- 
eating attorney in Provo, tad I here Heard nothing of it once. I 
have been living is Nevada nost of the time. When I came home 
I lived in a little adobe house by my shop, so as not to give offenee to 
anybody. Aa soon aa Utah became a State I was of the opinion, 
honestly, that there was no law against unlawful cohabitation, and all 
that the reet of the people wanted of this State or this nation was thai 
no further marriages were to take plana I was really of that opinion. 
I was not here ; I was not prepared; I iee it in the newspapers and fol- 
lowed aa I understood it; I didn't understand it as I do now since 
these prosecutions came up. Well, now. since I came home I will 
state {hat my first wife has boen an invalid for many years, and her 
physical and mental condition are such that she would rather be alone, 
live absolutely alone, even her grandchildren, not be with them any 
more than—her first children are 

he is over 21 and out for himself, and it has not been wise for me to 
stay there at all. I have lived with my plural wife, which I under- 
stood was honestly the law. Now, if there are such a thing, when you 
read this law, I have not cohabited with two women, but There lived 
with my plural wife; now they say the law presumes that a man co- 
habits with his first wife, and then, again, that presumption 

The Cousy. Well, I will say 

Mr. Chkistenssn. Beg pardon, I dent wish to raise an argu- 
ment with the court — if that is the understanding of the law why, of 
course, I am guilty, but according to the real meaning of the law I am 
not guilty, but I thought it would be cheaper to plead guilty and get 
done with it than not to do it But that is the condition, not that I 
have cast my first wife off and neglected her; I have treated her aa a 
wife as far as that goes; but her condition, it is her choice that I dont 
eat there or sleep there, and it is her condition, her choice. Now if 
there are such a thing that a man can live with a plural wife and not 
transgress the law, I nave done it; if there are no such a thing, I am 
guilty as I plead. That is a question probably the interpretation, 
probably that your honor would interpret the law, what it means* 
Now I will say further that it would be reasonably unjust for mv first 
wifo to go live with ber, but if I caa't live with the second 111 livsj 
with none. Ill keep the law like I did, like I have done since thai 
first time. I came home, as I said, and lived alone and tried to live 
the law, and lots of searching wss done by the officers here to prove 
me guilty, of course there was no show of doing that, consequently I 
have had no trouble. Now I understand the law, as I say, and if I 
cant live with one I think I will Jive with none. As far as my finan- 
cial condition is concerned, I am very sorry to say that it is very poor. 
About a year ago last July my corral and hay shed and shop waa 
absolutely burned up with my tools and all that was in it, not only 
burned up all I had but deprived me of making a living in the way 
that I have been doing for some years. I have got a little farm ana 
merely raise my breadstuff and a little hay, and I have lived on my 
friends, you might say, since coming home, and I am in debt, end if 
I pay my taxes I will be owing about $500. That is what I have got; 
that is my condition. I have got very little property. I have got, 
of course, a little home and raise a little hay, three or* four cows, and 
so on ; but that is rny condition financially, and unless my friends help 
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me, any punishment yon might inflict upon me would be simply to go 
to prison. 

The Court. What hare yon to say, Mr. Prosecutor, in this case? 

Mr. Chidesteb. Well, I will say that I don't know but very little 
about it, only what inquiry I have made, and it seems to confirm his 
statements with reference to his financial condition. I understand 
that his financial condition is very bad, but personally I know noth- 
ing about it only by inquiry. 

The Court. How many children have you, Mr. Christensen, that 
are dependent upon you! 

Mr. Christensen. Why, I have got six* 

The Court, Minor children ? 

Mr. Christensen, Minor children, besides what my second wife 
has got: but she has got property, so that she is probably able to take 
care of her own family. What is dependent upon me, I have got six. 

The Couet. Yes, I find, or lit least you claim, to have fallen into the 
same error that a great many, that a great many people throughout 
this State are in, or have been, many of whom are not involved in 
these relations. A great many of them whom I have talked with 
have advanced opinions and ideas and have expressed themselves that 
they really thought that there was no live statute, or any statute at 
all, in this State prohibiting a man living in these relations and that 
they were of the opinion the law only went so far as to prohibit future 
polygamous marriages. 
Mr. Christensen. That was exactly my understanding. 
The Com. The fact that your first and legal wife may refuse to 
five with yon does not, under the law, justify or excuse you in living 
and_oohabiting with your plural wife as a wife or otherwise except 
to support ana take proper care of her and her family. 
Mr. Cheistensen. That it the true state of my relations. 
The Ooubt. And even taking the statements and facts as detailed 
here by vou, that makes you guilty of unlawful cohabitation. This 
is one of those cases that I dont think the court ought to impose a 
penalty that would be harsh, as the court realizes that every dollar 
that is taken from you it means so much additional destitution for 
your family. As yon have shown a disposition to obey this law and 
that you are still of that mind, the court is going to be extremely 
lenient in this matter. I do not believe that ft would be warranted 
In imposing a heavy penalty, but as I have stated that I am assured 
by the officers of this district that the court will have their hearty 
cooperation in the prosecution of these cases in this district-Hind the 
court doesn't wish you or either of the defendants to get the impres- 
sion that the court is going to use these judgments that are now pro- 
nounced as a basis on which it will be governed in pronouncing judg- 
ments and inflicting penalties in future cases similar to these should 
any come before me. Of course, I do not think there will— that is, 
that at least either of you gentlemen will again be before this or any 
other court of justice to answer to this or similar charges, because the 
court has confidence in you, having been more or less acquainted with 
yon, and the judgment of the court is that you pay a fine of $25. 

Mr. Bean. May it please the court, if I might be permitted, I 
would like to say that Mr. Pouison would like the privilege of making 
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a statement before the court, as it seems that the court in rendering 
judgment against him took in consideration certain reports that hare 
been made to the court by some persons that claimed to have heard 
Mr. Poulson make some treasonable remarks against the Government, 
or something, I know not just what Mr. Poulson would like— and 
since there are a good many of his friends present here in court, and 
for the court's satisfaction— to make an explanation and denial of 
that matter, so that the court, if the court sees proper afterwards- — - 
The Court. I will say, Mr. Bean, as I took occasion to say, he is 
not jpunished for anything he may have said. - 

Mr. Beak. Yes, but he nas been punished more than all the rest of 
these men together that have plead. 

The Court. Well, but it has a tendency to show what his disposi- 
tion has been, what it was at that time, his state of mind. And there 
are two objects in imposing these punishments. One is to reform the 
offender or violator of the law; the other is, by example, to deter 
others. And this punishment is not only to punish turn for the 
offense he has committed, but also as a warning to others who are 
disposed to defy and violate the law as Mr. Poulson's statement* 
indicated he was disposed. So far as Mr. Poulson as an individual 
is concerned, or others who may be disposed to make similar state- 
ments, the statements themselves are only incidents showing the 
tendency and the disposition of men's minds, but their viciousness 
consists in the effect that they may have upon the young and others 
who have great regard and respect for the parties making them, as 
in the case of Mr. Poulson. Being made in these congregations, ~ 
where the people are assembled together, the children of the com* 
munity are present, and a great many of tW it is a bad example to 
set, a vicious principle to announce, especially by a leading man and 
men of prominence. Now, it doesn't matter what Mr. Poulson may 
deny; I got this from men whose word is just as reliable as that of 
any man m the community. 

Mr. Bean. Suppose these statements might not be exactly true, it 
may be that they got a misunderstanding of his language. Some of 
these Scandinavians don't make themselves exactly clear, not having 
command of the English language po the extent of making them- 
selves exactly understood. 

The Court. That fact would just serve as an evidence that these 
men should be a little more guarded and discreet when they undertake 
to talk on these subjects. 

Mr. Bean. If those alleged remarks are not true, and he makes a 
statement here — and they are not true, he has no intention to violate 
the law and he has been injured and misrepresented by the rumors. 
Let him tell the true state of facts and just what he did say, and let 
the court determine from that whether his remarks were in fact any 
defiance of the law. He tells me, and I believe him, that he honestly 
intends to live up to the law, not only this law, but all the laws of our 
country, and he asks permission of the court to make an explanation 
and would like very much to do so. It is a fact that this defendant 
more than all the balance who have plead here to-day — and he is one 
of the poorest men arraigned here to-day and has one of the largest 
and most helpless families, and it seems' to me that the court would 
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be justified, if it would be proper, and the facts would warrant, for 
the court to reduce- — - 

The Court. I hate goi;* into, details in this matter, and I presume, 
of course, he is not satisfied with, the judgment pronounced. In fact, 
• I guess that no one but the court is satisfied— I am confident they are 
not, not only the neighbors here, but the district at large, and prob- 
ably the people of the United States; that is, those who will hear 
about it— and while I am at it, I will say that I do not care. , I have 
acted according to the dictates of my own conscience as to what I 
ought to do ana not what the effect might be upon the public or what 
sentiment it might create. I have followed my own conviction in 
this matter, and, as a usual thing, when I do that, why, it doesn't 
satisfy everybody and may satisfy none ; I don't know. I have made 
these observations and expressed these opinions, and the information 
came to me from men in whom I have unlimited confidence. 

Mr. Beak. Then, you didnt make that decision, your honor, be- 
cause he was represented by counsel? 

The Cottrt. Oh, no; you haven't aggravated the case any. On the 
contrary, you have been of considerable assistance to the court, 
because I was under the impression that Mr. Poulson was what we 
term here a wealthy man. 

Mr. Beak. Well, the court has labored under a false impression in 
that regard, oertainly. • 

The Court. That Is, not overburdened with wealth, but a man that 
has considerable surplus property. < 

Hans Chrotensen. I would uke to ask in regard to this fine now. 
How soon has it got to be paid! I haven't got the means wherewith 
to do it, and whether there will be any time ! 

The Court. Mr. Prosecutor, what nave you to say to that! 

Mr. Chtoestrr. I will think that over until 2 o'clock. 

The Court. There have been cases in this court wherein parties 
have filed bonds and given security for it In one case, I remember, 
ninety days was given in which to raise the fine. 

Mr. Chidester. I think we can arrange that likely; all we want 
is to be sure of it at some time, some reasonable time. 

It now being 12.85 o'clock, recess was announced until 2 o'clock. 

At 2 o'clock p. m. court again resumed session, and proceedings 
were had as follows: . 

The Court. In the case of the State against Ole P. Borg, this is the 
time set for taking the plea in the case. 

Mr. Baft. I appear for Mr. Borg. 

The Court. He has been arraigned, and this is the time set for the 
defendant to enter his plea. 

Mr. Raff. So he tells me. I have only just come into the case and 
was out here this morning. He is charged with unlawful cohabita- 
tion, I believe ; I haven't the papers. 

Tne Court. Yes. 

Mr. Raff. Well, we will waive anything as to time, etc. 
The Court. You may take the plea, Mr. Clerk. 
The Clerk. Mr. Ole P. Borg, what plea do you make to the Infor- 
mation that was read to you this morning, guilty or not guilty f 
Mr. Borg. Guilty. 

The Clerk. He enters a plea of guilty. 
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The papers In the case were handed to the court 

The Coubt. Come forward, Mr. Borg. [The defendant com- 
plied.] On the 21st day of the present month the district attorney 
of this district filed an information in this court charging you with 
the offense of unlawful cohabitation alleged to ha ire been committed 
between the 10th day of September, 1898, and the 1st day of Septem- 
ber. 1899. You subsequently came into court and was duly arraigned 
ana have entered a plea of guilty. 

Mr. Boko. Yes, sir. 

The Coubt. To this charge have you anything to say, or anything 
to offer, or cause to show why the judgment of the court should not 
now bepronounced against you. 
Mr. Bobo. No. \. 
Mr. Bapp.You may sit down, Mr. Borg. [The defendant com- 
plied.] I have, been asked by Mr. Borg to offer whatever he has in 
the nature of asking for leniency of the court. As to any technical 
or legal grounds wny sentence should not be passed, of course we 
have none to offer, but Mr. Bora's condition is this: And when I 
say to the court, a good deal of it is my own knowledge, having been 
a close neighbor to Mr. Borg for two years, since living in the town. 
Mr. Borg has eleven minor children who are dependent upon him for 
their support; he has others that are yet minor children, but some of 
them are old enough to help support themselves. One of his families 
there is a good deal of sickness in — has been — and that is also a source 
of t good deal of outlay on his part to secure for them the necessary 
treatment that they require. Mr. Borg has never been in court be- 
fore charged with any public offense, and this one that he now stands 
charged with is more on account of his peculiar faith— particular 
faith— and that he entered into marriage relations at a tune when 
he believed that they were correct, believed that they were right and 
lawful. I will say this further for him, that he states to me, and I " 
believe that it is true from what I have and do know of his family 
conditions, that he really has cohabited with but one woman for the 
past four years; that has been the plural wife. This is a condition 
which is agreeable to those two families that he do so. He is striving 
hard, and has. been for the last eight years* to maintain these two fam- 
ilies, and while a food many people think, and have thought, Mr. 
Borg was financially upon pretty good footing, and was at one time, 
yet, at the present time, he has almost absolutely nothing. He was 
agent here for a wagon and machine company, and at the time and 
prior to the financial crisis that struck this country some three or four 
years ago he had out a great many notes that he had signed as accom- 
modation with the purchasers; and hard times came and it left Mr. 
Borg stranded, unable to collect on those notes, and the company that 
he represented have taken judgment against him, and there are now, 
I understand, three heavy judgments hanging over him. 

The property which he has is not sufficient to pay those judgments; 
he has nothing that they can levy upon, yet he is paying them as fast 
as he can— as fast as he can rustle the money. The two houses and 
land that his families reside on here in the city have belonged to his re- 
spective wives for a great number of years— some fifteen years or 
more. The other property which he has is nothing more than 25 feet 
of ground and the shell that his harness shop stands on and a dry 
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farm out north of town, which yields bat * very little revenue, and in 
the last three years— of late, anyhow— lie has been laid oat with rheu- 
matism so that he couldn't work ratto It makes him nek 
to be cramped ap there all day, while at home he can go for a walk. 
He has to be out in the sttiilight til the while, and he has turned his 
shop over to his— and it has been turned over for some time— to his 
older sons, ever since I have known him. He has nothing in the shop 
himself, none of the stock or proceeds are in the shape of monev to 
him— that is run solely by his two sons. I will say upon this shop 
and the ground that it stands on there is either a trust deed or a mort- 
gage of some $2,000. Last fall Mr. Borg was in such financial straits 
that he couldn't pay his university assessments out there nor his taxes, 
and he borrowed $900 on his shop and the 25 feet of ground; and he 
doesn't know whether it is a mortgage or a trust deed, but it is one or 
the other, held by Mr. Bartlet, or was when he gave it So he really 
has nothing that he can call his own, except the redemption right in 
that and his dry farm. He is financially stranded, and if the court 
should impose an excessive fine upon Mr. Borg it would simply mean 
that he would have to serve oat his time in the penitentiary or the 
jail, as the case might be. and it would also be the means of depriving 
his minor children and his two families from the support which he 
Would be enabled to give them if he were allowed, if ne were to be 
mild a smaller one so that he could attend to whatever outside busi- 
ness he has* He is a man that, he realises that he has disobeyed the 
law, bat he is a man that believes in upholding the law, and aside 
from this particular offense he has never been guilty of any other, 
and we ask. under the circumstances of his case, that the court be as 
lenient witn him as possible} to give him as light a fine as the court 
can consistently, under the circumstances, do, and we feel that it will 
meet the ends of justice and will not deprive his families of his main- 
tenance and support* ■ 

The Cotnrr. T understand yon to say that he is execution proof ? 

Mr. Batf. He is so far as these judgments are concerned ; at least 
I thfafc they never attempted anyhow to enforce them in his condition. 

TheOotTitT. Would the State be able to collect a judgment? 

Mr. Bar*. He will and can pay a small fine, but he couldn't pay 

^ihe^J&SwTl don't expect to assess an excessive fine in Mr. Borg's 
ca se : I know something about his condition. You may come for- 
ward Mr. Borg. [The defendant complied.] What are your inten- 
tions in regard to your future practice with respect to obeying 
the law! 

Mr. Bow. Well, I don't desire to be a lawbreaker, if your honor 
please. 

The CotrsT. The question is your intention ; do you intend to obey 
the law in the future? • >, - . T 

Mr* Boko. If I understand right. This morning I couldn't say, 
for I am not very keen in hearing, but if I understand right this 
morning, if a man should cohabit with one wife, and that his plural 
wife, he is liable yet 

TheOouxT. Well. I — — 

Mr. Bono. And the circumstances I am placed in with my second 
family that I have to support them, have to be by them to help to 
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raise the children and take care of them a good deal, and such con* 
dition as the men that plead here this morning, and I don't hardly 
know where to draw the line, The law demands that I should sup- 
port and sustain them. 

The Court. I can tell you just what is expected of you, that yon 
shall not cohabit and live with your plural wife as your wife, must 
not hold her out to the public, and your associations must not be 
such as the people who are unacquainted with your relations would 
naturally infer that you were husband and wife. You are under 
a moral obligation to support, educate, and provide and care for your 
children. The limitations on your conduct that the law imposes 
are not such that you shall not visit there to look after your children 
in times of distress and sickness, but you are expected to give them 
your care and attention. The law does not expect and will not permit 
you to go and cohabit with the woman as your wife and rear children 
by her; to be plain about it, to occupy the same couch and live and 
sleep with her and associate with her as your wife. That is the lim- 
itation that the law imposes in these cases. The public expects that 
you will provide for your families and that you will give your small 
and minor children some supervision, and that you will school and 
educate them and do all that a father would be expected to do by them 
in that line, and the law does not expect that you will violate this 
obligation in any way. Now, the question of the court is whether 
it is your intention to observe the law as defined by the court in the 
future. 
Mr. Bobo. Yes, sir. 

The Court. On account of the almost destitution of your family, 
and in consideration of the promise which you have made and which 
the court believes you will keep, at least you have the reputation 
here of being an honest man, the court will Be extremely light in this 
matter. And the court will now make the observation that it had in 
mind this morning, but omitted, and that is this: Had there been a 
mild restraint exercised by the officers of the law in this district and 
throughout the State on the advent of statehood, and the people thus 
givento understand that this law would be enforced instead of letting 
it lie in abeyance, as it were, and to a certain extent justifying an 
inference on the part of those who were violating it that the law acqui- 
esced or at least tacitly acquiesced in what you were doing, the court 
is of the opinion that none of you defendants who have been before 
the court this morning would ever have been called upon if the officers 
of the law had inaugurated and started a prosecution or two when 
their attention was called to it This court at one time called a grand 
jury to examine into cases of alleged violations of this law that were 
said and charged in various ways oy persons and newspapers to exist 
in this city ana county, but either because they could not get evidence 
or for some other reason they failed to indict, and the presumption is 
of course, that they could not or failed to get the evidence; but, how- 
ever that may be, the grand jury having made an investigation here 
and having failed to return any bills charging men who are supposed 
to be living in violation of this statute, and for the further reason 
that the prosecuting officers and other officers of the law failed and 
neglected to file informations, no doubt a great many have continued 
to live in these relations that otherwise would probably have avoided 
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violating this penal statute. And these are all matters that the court 
has taken into consideration in fixing the penalties in these eases, and 
will also take into consideration in todnglh* penalty in your case. 
The judgment of the court is that yon pay a fine of $25. 

I, John S* Rollo, hereby certify that I am. and ever since August 8. 
1896, have been, the duly appointed, qualified, and acting official 
stenographer in and for the district court of the sixth judicial dis- 
trict of the State of Utah, and that as such officer I attended the ses- 
sion of said court held at Richfield, Utah, within said judicial dis- 
trict, on Saturday, October 21, 1899, Hon. W. M. McCarty, judge 
thereof, presiding, and while so in attendance reported in shorthand 
in full all remarks made and proceedings had thereat in the cases of 
Hie State of Utah, plaintiff, tr. Paul Poulson, defendant; The State 
v. Joseph H. Home, defendant; The State v. L. P. Ohristensen, de- 
fendant ; Tim State v. Ole P. Borg, defendant, and The State t>. Hans 
Ohristensen, defendant And that thereafter I transcribed into long- 
hand said shorthand notes, and that the above and foregoing is a full, 
true, and correct copy of said transcript 

Dated this 23d day of October, 1899, 

John S. Hollo. 

Mr. Tatleb. You discussed, or rather delivered a little address 
there on the law and what the law required of these men! 

Mr. McCabtt. Yes, sir; that is as I recollect it 

Mr. Tatleb. You dissipated the claim that there was no law against 
unlawful cohabitation! 

Mr. MoCabty. Yes, air. I will say, Mr. Tayler, that I had copies 
transcribed and filed with the county clerk of each county so that the 
people generally might know my views in relation to those matters. 

Mr. Tatlxr. In stating that, and of course not implying that it 
was done for any such purpose, as of course it was not, do you think 
any Gentile could have a stronger campaign document in the hands 
of the people than your proceedings in that ease! 

Mr. McCaktt. Why, yes; I do. 

Mr* Tatuol What! 

Mr. McCabtt. For this reason : My recollection is that I told those 
parties emphatically that that would not be a criterion by which I 
would be governed in the future in inflicting punishments. I know 
it was used against me. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Yes; undoubtedly. It had no effect 

Mr. McCabtt. I do not presume it would have been referred to 
in the compaign if my opponent had not made that the issue. 

Mr. Tatlbb. They all promised to obey the law, did they! 

Mr. MoCabty. Yes, sir. 

Mrl Tatlbb. Thereafter! 

Mr. McCabtt. Thereafter. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Did they all proceed to disobey the law afterwards! 

Mr. McCabtt, I would not answer as to all of them, but my infor- 
mation is that Bishop Home and Bishop Poulson did. 

Mr. Tatlbb. They were two of the defendants in the case! 

Mr. McCabtt. They were two of the defendants in the case. 

Mr. Tatlbb. I suppose you recall, Judge, that in response to the 
intimations, perhaps, by some of these defendants, that a compliance 
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with Hie law meant their desertion of their wives and children, you, 
in at least very earnest if not indignant language, repudiated that 
yon expected them to do any such inhumane thing as that 1 

Mr. mcOahtt. My recollection is that I stated to them very em- 
phatically that the law did hot intend, the people did not intend, the 
legislature, that passed the law, did not intend, that they should do it 

Mr. Tayler. So that there was no question of desertion involved in 
the obedience, was there t 

Mr. MoCaktt. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. But your punishment of them and insistence upon a 
promise of compliance with the law in the future related wholly to 
the actual fact of unlawful cohabitation, with the usual consequences 
of it! 

Mr. McCarty. Yes. That document, I understand, is going in the 
evidence. My posititon is as stated there in my remarks. My recol- 
lection is that I informed them that they were not expected to desert 
their families; that they were expected to \ 

Mr. Tayleh. Just let me read from this paper, and I think it will 
suit you better. 

Mr. Home said : 

a Nearly twenty years ago I married two wives, and since that time 
laws have come into existence" — 

And so on. Then he proceeds to describe the status in which ha 
found himself. 

Mr. McCarty. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. And you replied : 

" It is not the object nor the intention of the law to compel men 
who have reared two families to cast either of them adrift, throw 
them upon the charity of the community; and I think that you gen- 
tlemen who have failed to do this, who have provided your families 
with the necessaries of life, schooled and educated your children, are 
entitled to credit for that." 

Mr. MoCabty. Yes. 

M. Tayleb (reading) : t # 

" The object of the law is not that harsh, nor is it the intention 
that these families that have been raised as the result of your living 
and cohabiting with two or more wives should be cast adrift, and 
I am unable to conceive how a man with any sense of honor could 
be capable of pursuing a course that would result in that condition 
and bring misery and destitution to his family. And when you state 
that it is your desire to obey and live within the law the court does 
not only believe, but feels justified in saying that it is satisfied that 
you mean just what you say, because I have had more opportunities 
to become acquainted with you and know your disposition than any 
of the other defendants now before the court." 

Mr. McCarty. Yes ; and I believe what I said at the time, although 
subsequent events have shown that I was mistaken. 

Mr. Tayler. He did not obey the law according to your interpre- 
tation of it! 

Mr. McCarty. No; I understand not. 

Mr. Tayler. In other words, children have been born to plural 
wives of his? 
Mr. McCarty* Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Tayulb. Since tins time when you imposed this light penalty 
upon him! 
Mr. McCabtt. Yes, sir. 

The Chaixman. If it will not interrupt, I want to inquire of the 
Judge whether these parties have been arrested for the offenses since? 
Mr. MoGaitt. Kot that I am aware of, 

Mr* Tatupl No; he has stated that this was the only time since 
statehood that there had been prosecutions down there for unlawful 
cohabitation. 

I gather, Juctae, from an answer that I was not sure I under- 
stood, or rather that I was not sure I caught correctly, that what had 
happened respecting polygamy and polygamous cohabitation, or 
what was happening new in respect to that or either of those things, 
is what vou had expected would happen. 

Mr. HcCabty. No, sir; I do not wish to be so understood. 

Mr. Tatleb. Then I misunderstood you. I will follow along then. 

Mr. McCaitt. I will say this: That I expected there would be 
occasional infractions of the law. It would be almost unreasonable 
to suppose there would not be, under the peculiar conditions that 
existed io iXJtah prior to statehood. 

, ; Mr. Tatldl Then I will pursue it We will get along a little 
faster, perhaps, if I follow my idea. 

, ,-; Mr. MoCahtt. I am reverting to the period prior to the time that 
those prosecutions were instituted and before those rumors were set 
afloat tnat men were living in violation of the law. 

Mr. Tatleb. Then take the time shortly after the manifesto, dnr- 
which all good men interested in Utah were revolving in their minds 
what ilia going to happen in ooonection with this Mormon and 
political situation, when your views doubtless would differ as to what 
was goinf to be the outcome, or when it might end, and what was the 
gooafaiUi of the two parties. . I suppose you had a certain expecta- 
tion of what the future was going to bring, had you not! 

Mr. McCaitt. Well, Mr. Tayler, when they divided on party lines 
I hadinany niisgivings. 

Mr* Tatuou X ou had misgivings when they divided on party 
Kneel 

Mr. McCabtt. Yes; but along about 1898 and 1894 1 felt convinced 
that the Mormon Church, as an organization, and the people gen- 
erally, were acting in the utmost good faith. 

Mr. Tatubu Now, was, vour state of mind at that time, full as it 
was of this subject^ such that you could have anticipated that in the 

J rear 1904 a majority of the first presidency and aspostles would be 
iving in polygamy; most of them rearing children by their wives? 
Mr. McCabtt. No, sir; it was not 

Mr. Tayler. Would you have conceived it reasonably possible that 
in 1896 an apostle of the church would himself take a new plural 
wife! 

M. MoCarty. Well, it was possible; but I did not think it was at 
all probable. Of course there are possibilities, I will say. 

My view is this; Knowing and naving lived in a Mormon commu- 
nity all my life; having associated with them and worked with 
them— in fact, it was the only community that I had associated with, 
with the exception that there were a few Gentiles interspersed 
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throughout the entire State— I knew there were a great many fanatics 
on this question of polygamy, and I believed that some of them would 
still hold out, no matter what the heads of the church would say or 
do, and that they would insist upon living, as they termed it, their 
religion, and that there would probably T>e occasionally a case of 
polygamy. That was the way I regarded the situation, and, as I 
have already suggested, that there would be an occasional violation 
of the law against unlawful cohabitation and occasionally a child 
born. 

Mr. Tatlrr. What do you say, Judge, as to whether, in your opin- 
ion, this state of iacts was quite as much in violation of the spirit of 
that understanding as if it had been an ordinary case of plural mar- 
riage: Where a man with a plural wife and a legal wife has lost by 
death his legal wife, continued to live with the plural wife, and then, 
some time after the manifesto, the other marriages having occurred 
before, he marries another wife, continuing to live thereafter with 
the last wife, technically the legal wife, and with the original plural 
wife! 

Mr. McCartt. I think that is infamous, 
The Chairman. What is the answer, Judge? 
Mr. McCartt. I say I think a course of that kind is infamous ; and 
when I was on the district bench— well, it was the first year-— a case 
of that kind came up where the marriage antedated our marriage 
la w there. I held in that case, although some of the attorneys claimed 
it was a strained construction, that under the common law his alleged 
plural wife became his legal wife; that having held her out there a 
few times, before he had contracted this supposed marriage, the mar- . 
riage was null and void. I have always taken a very decided atti- 
tude in regard to that # 

Mr. Tatlrr. Judge, what is the state of the law in Utah where a 
Jegal wife dies and the husband continues to live with the plural wife, 
to hold her out as his wife? JDoes such a thing as what we call a 
common-law marriage subsist in consequence of that? 

Mr. McCartt. No; we have a statute there covering marriage con- 
tracts. In the first jblace, it is necessary for the parties to go and 
procure a license. Then, after the marriage contract is formed or 
entered into, this license is returned and recorded. Of course the 
plural wife could not become a legal wife unless they went through 
this form of procedure, but there were some marriages of that kind 
entered into before this law went into effect or was passed, and, as 
I say, in the case of Singleton v. Singleton, in. the fourth district 
court of Utah, that question was squarely before me on that ground. 
The plural wife sued for divorce fend alimony, and I held there was a 
. common-law marriage and that she was entitled to a di vorce. 

Mr. Tatlrr. Suppose that this last legal marriage, so called, oc- 
curred in 1892 or 1893, before you had any State law, before you had 
a State ? " 

Mr. McCartt. I think this marriage law was 

Mr. Tatlrr. Was it a Territorial law ? 

Mr. McCartt. I believe so. 
* Mr. Van Corr. I think it was, 

Mr. McCartt. Yes. I do not remember when that was passed. 
Probably Mr. Van Cott remembers when it was passed. 
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Mr. Va* Cott. I do not, Judge; bat I think It was in— 
Mr* McCabtt. Along about 1899, was it not! 
Mr. Vax Corr. I thwk it was in 1888. 
Mr. Tatlbb. Do yon know Mrs. Annie Thnrber! 
Mr. McCabtt. I am well acquainted with Mrs. Annie Thnrber. 
I am acquainted with the family. 
Mr. Tatlbb. How is it! 

Mr. MoCAirr. I am well acquainted with her lather and mother 
and her family generally. 
Mr. Tatlbb. Is she a married woman! 

Mr. McCabtt. She is. She is an alleged plural wife of Thnrber. 
I prc«ecut^ Thnrber in Territorial days. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Do yon know Thomas Chamberlain f 

Mr. McCabtt. X am well acquainted with Mr. Chamberlain. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Yon know to whom I refer! 

Mr. McCabtt. Yes; I know to whom yon refer. He was the 
bishop of Kanab, Kane Countr. I am well acquainted with him. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Is he one of those who are reputed to have taken a 
plural wife comparatively recently ! 

Mr, McCabtt. Yes; X understand so. That is the rumor, and I 
believe there is some foundation for the rumor. 
^Mr. Tatlbb. Mrs. Thurber has a number of small children, has 

Mr. McCabtt. I understand so; vat, 

Mr. Tatlbb. That is, many children born after the manifesto, 
apparently, from their age. 

Sir. McCabtt. I believe she has had one or two. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Who is it that Thomas Chamberlain is said to have 
married as a plural wife!* 

Mr. McCabtt. A Miss Mamie Wooley. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Where is he said to have married her ! 

Mr. McCabtt. 1 have never heard. She lived in Kanab along 
about 1898, and I have not seen her since. She was clerk of the court 
there. She was county clerk for the first two years that I was on the 
bench* 

Mr. Tatlbb./ Yes. 

Mr. McCabtt. And I learned. afterwards that she lived in 'Salt 
Lake, with one or two children. Of course I was satisfied, from what 
I knew of the lady— she was well educated, very refined, very con- 
scientious, and a high-minded person— -that she would not be living 
in relations of that kind unless she regarded them as perfectly proper. 

Mr. Tatlbb. So that, knowing her as you do, you know that from 
her standpoint, which would be refined, the relations that resulted in 
these children were chaste! 

Mr. McCabtt. Yes; absolutely. There is no question about it 

Mr. Tatlbb. In other words, that she must consider herself the 
wife of some man f 

Mr. McCabtt. Oh, yes/ There is no doubt about it. I would take 
the responsibility of saying that I know there is some sort of mar- 
riage there that she regarded as perfectly proper. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Has any other name ever Dean associated with her in 
respect to a marriage! 

Mr. McCabtt* Yes. It has been a query with some as to whether 
it was Mr. Chamberlain or another gentleman, who is in California. 
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Mr. Tatlbr. If his wife, would she be a plural wife! 
Mr. McCabtt. Qh, yes, 

Mr. Tatlbr. Her name has not been associated in that relation 
with any person as the legal wife of that person t 
"Mr. McCabtt. Oh, no ; and he would not 
Mr. Tatlbr. How? 

Mr. McCabtt. I know this young man. I hare known him for 
years and years* He would not be living in that relation unless ha 
thought it was perfectly proper and chaste. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do you mean Chamberlain f 

Mr. afcCABTT. No ; this other one. 

Mr. Tatlbr. The one who is in California! 

Mr. McCabtt. Yes; the one who is in California. 

The Chairman. Does it appear who Mr. Chamberlain 1st 

Mr. Tatlbr. Yes: he is the stake president 

Mr. McCabtt. No : he is not stake president He is a councillor to 
the president or a bishop. I think he is a councillor. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Of Kanabt 

Mr. JifWABiT. Y es. 

Mr. T>tlbr In order to get it in here, he Is a witness who has not 
appealed here. 
Mr. McC urrr. I understand «o. 

Mr. T.Mf BB. Ho is (he witness, Mr. Chairman, concerning whom 
the marshal testified quite elaborately of the effort of his deputy to 
secure this witness at rivvo. 

The Chairman. I recall. I simply wished to identify whether it 
was that Chamberlain, 

Mr. Tatlbr. He is the Chamberlain. I think that is all, judge. 

Mr. Van Cott, Judge, you are intimately acquainted with Justice 
Baskin, are you not ? 

Mr. McCartt. I am. 

Mr. Van Cott. You have been associated with him while he hat 
been on the supreme court bench f 
Mr. McCabtt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And you have had excellent opportunities to know 
him intimately ? 

Mr. McCartt. I have known him long before he went onto the 
supreme bench. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is Justice Baskin a man who is weak-kneed and 
who will bend dishonorably on account of ulterior motives ? 

Mr. McCartt. No, sir. He has two virtues that are very promi- 
nent One is his courage and the other is his honesty and fearless* 
ness. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all 

The Chairman. I want to ask you a question, because you seem to 
be very clear about these matters. Some of the persons who were 
prosecuted and punished by you returned to the practice of polyga- 
mous cohabitation! 

Mr. McCabtt. So I understand, Mr. Chairman. In fact, I do not 
think there is any question about it It is a matter of public notoriety 
there* 
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The Chaibmak. AM do they continue in that relation ? Is that 
your understanding! 
Mr. McCabtt* Well, up until the time I left Richfield. 
The Chaibman. When was that? 

Mr. MoCabtt. That was a year ago— a little over a year ago. 

The Chairman. Your understanding up to that time was that they 
continued to live in polygamous cohabitation ? 

Mr. McCabtt. Yeejsir, That is, some of them* I would not want 
to answer as to all The couple whom X mentioned, Mr. Poulson and 
Mr. Horne, I understand are. 

The Chaibmak. What would be your opinion as to whether the 
head of the church living in polygamous cohabitation, confessedly so, 
has a tendency to discourage that practice or to promote it? 

Mr. MoCabtt. Oh, to promote it, unquestionably. 

The Chaibmak. What would be your judgment as to the effect if 
the head of the church, Mr. Smith, should publicly declare that he 
would no longer cohabit with his five wives, but only the lawful one, 
and take care of the others and the children, and that all polygamous 
cohabitation in the State must cease? What would be the effect of it? 

Mr. MoCabtt. I believe it would cease, except occasionally there 
might be, as I say, on account of the weaknesses of human nature, an 
infraction ; but the people generally— well, now Mr. Chairman, I want 
to modify that, If he should so declare, and then have the people in 
conference approve of what he had proclaimed, as they usually do in 
these cases, I do not think there is any question but what the balance 
of the Mormon people would strictly adhere to it 

The Chaibmak. If the head of the church should make such a dec- 
laration as that and the church approved it, that would be the end of 
it, in your judgment? 

Mr. McCabtt. I think it would. I do not think there is any ques- 
tion about that 

The Chairman. You think there is no question about it? 

Mr. McCarty. Except, as I say, there would be an occasional 
infraction. 

The Chaibmak. I understand. There is an occasional violation of 
law everywhere, but that would practically end it ? 
Mr. KcCarty. That would eliminate it 

The Chairman. What is the effect of the declaration upon the 
Mormons there of the head of the church, that he will continue these 
practices in violation of law and take the consequences ? 

Mr. McCabtt. If they continue to violate the law, others will 
regard it as a license to follow the example. 

The Chaibman. The tendency of it will be to encourage that crime 
in others? 

Mr. McCabtt. Yes; it would have that effect It would rather 
encourage those who are involved in these relations to violate the law. 

The Chaibman. You said something I did not understand about 
Canada and Alberta. I was not clear as to what you said. 

Mr. McCabtt. Mr. Tayler, I believe, asked me if I knew of any 
other case. There is one that escaped my memory. I understand 
that Bishop Brandley, of Richfield, went to Canada and is living 
there with an alleged plural wife. 

Mr. Tatleb. A new plural wife, do you meant 



MS2> ftHOOT. 9S8 

Mr. McCarty. One that he has taken since the manifesto. That is 
what I understood* 

Mr. Van Cott. Give the name again, will you, please ? 

Mr. McCarty. Brandley. That is, it is reported, rumored, charged 
there that such is the case: but he has left Che State permanently, I 
understand. I do not think he intended to return. He has taken up 
his residence in Canada. 

The Chairman. I will say to counsel bh both sides that I received 
to-day a remonstrance, addressed to the Confirm and the people of 
the United States, which I introduced in the Senate, and it has been 
referred to this committee. Counsel may want to ask this witness if 
he is familiar with or knows the names of the persons signing that 
remonstrance. In view of the statement that has been made here 
repeatedly in regard to the indifference or failure of the people of 
Utah to prosecute the offense of Mr. Smith and others of like charac- 
ter, it is expressive of the sentiment of the people of Utah as to 
whether they have condoned the offense. 

Mr. Worthinoton (after examining the paper). Mr. Tayler, do 
you want to see it f We do not care to ask any questions of this wit- 
ness about it, at present, at least 

(Mr. Tayler examined the paper.) 

The Chairman. That came several days ago, and I introduced it 
in the Senate to-day. and it was referred to the committee. 

Mr. Tayler. (Addressing the witness.) Do you know S. Mc- 
Dowell! 

1^ 

Mr. Tayler. Who is he! 

Mr. McCarty. He is an attorney there in Salt Lake. I am well 
acquainted with him. 
Mr. Tayler. L. H. Farnswdrth — who is he? 
Mr. McCarty. WeU, I do not know that I am acquainted with him, 
Mr. Tayler. Who is M. H. Walker ? 

Mr. McCarty. I am not acquainted with him. I will say, Mr. 
Tayler, that I have only resided in Salt Lake a little over a year, and 
I am not much acquainted except with a few business men and the 
members of the bar. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know whether John H. Walker is in the Walk- 
er's bank — the Walker Brothers, or something of that sort? 

Mr. McCarty. I do not Mr. Van Cott, I believe, can tell you that. 

The Chairman. It seems to me, Mr. Tayler, that in justice to the 
people of Utah it ought to go into the record. 

Mr. Tayler. Yes; but I was going to make inquiry of somebody 
who knows them. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me the state-' 
ments of people who are not produced as witnesses or sworn should 
not be allowed to go into this record as evidence. If these men know 
anything about this matter, we would like to have them here, put 
under oath, and with the right to cross-examine them. 

Mr* Tayler. What was this paper we had flourished around here 
this morning? 

Mr. Worthington. That paper has hot been offered in evidence. 
• Mr. Tayler. Tt has not ? 
Mr. Worthinoton. No. 
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Mr. Titin. Then why w«ii-yiDiti' ^kfaiji- 'dbbat 'itt 

Mr. WomnMNoroN. It was marked for Identification, and has not 
been offered in evidence* 

Mr. Tatubb. Was it just an interesting little excursion around f 

Mr. Yak Corr. No ; this is not your ease* That is one reason, also. 

Mr. Wcmwkvtox. Let me say another thing about it If the 
evidence on behalf of the protestants is now to be reopened and 
inch matted as this put in here, we shall claim the right to have 
Investigations made out there, and take testimony in reply to the 
itatements of these witnesses, and this matter can not be closed-— 

Mr. Tatldl Do not alarm tis with threat* 

Mr* WowmKOTOK. That to not a threat. I am here presenting 
Senator Smoot, Who has a right, if anybody makes statements which 
are wrath going into this record as evidence against him, to be heard 
in reference to it, and he can not do it without investigating it I 
object to any matter of that kind being put in the record. 

Mr* Tatxjse. Let me take that paper, please. 

He Ohajcrmak. Mr. Worthington, my thought was that it being 
a protest by the people of Utah — and I will say that I have five 
others of the same character against the statement that the people 
of 0UhhaveooiMlone^th|aoffena^ 

Mr. Woratwro^^ if any man wishes 

to put anything in this record, or anybody desires to have his state- 
ment go in the record in opposition to the testimony here bearing on 
that subject, it ought to go In in the same way that the evidence that 
there is such an understanding has gone in, by the witness taking his 
seat there and being sworn, aid giving us a chance to cross-examine 
and see how he got his fofofaiatioii. Does not everybody know 
that you can take a petition of that kind and circulate it here in 
Washington or in Safe C8^«;s«arw|asw« else and get a hun- 
dred names to it without one of the persons who signed it knowing 

W ^^^j!amAn. I did not know t but that coun»l might think it 
was a matter of justice to the inhabitants of Utah that they should 
be heard by this remonstrance. .. . • • — . 

. Mr. WoBTHiKOTOK* I am not counsel for the inhabitants of Utah. 
1 am counsel for Senator Smoot, and this inquiry is solely one as to 
the qualifications of Senator Smoot to remain in his seat in the Senate 
of the United States. When the people of Utah are made a party to 
any proceeding and are called upon to answer m regard to their posi- 
tion they can employ counsel and take care of them. I am not jiere 
for that purpose ; but if that paper goes into this record it must be 
upon the theory that it is evidence in this case as to the qualifications 
ofSenator Smoot, and that being so, and it being decided by the com- 
mittee that it is something thevJiave a right to consider, then I sub- 
mit that on every principle of fairness ana justice we ought to nave a 
right to have evidence in reply to it % ... 

But I make the point in the first place that it is not evidence and 
"can not be evidence. It is not even sworn. The signatures are 
merely signatures to a paper. If we should send out there and get 
people to sign a paper sayu* that they know that Apostle Tayler has 
not married since the manifesto* and that Apostle Cowley has not, 
and so on, would you allow such a paper to be introduced here as 
evidence in this easel 
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The Chairman. In what Way is this different from the protest 
which is signed by 19 people! 

Mr. Wob5hikoton. The protest is not evidence. It is a charge. 

The Chaibman. I understand this is not evidence of itself, but it 
would be a declaration of the people who signed it as to the statement 
that they have condoned this offense. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Well, we, have testimony to show that the 
people of Utah have, in a measure, condoned this particular matter of 
polygamous cohabitation as to people who married before the mani- 
festo, and I understand this testimony is offered in evidence as a 
replv ta that 

The Chaibman. The Chair has not offered it, but proposed to 
counsel that they examine it 

Mr. WoRTHiNOTON. Of course, if nobody offers it in evidence, I 
have nothing to say. If it is offered in evidence, I shall make my 
protest against it 

The Chairman. These remonstrances that are sent to the chairman 
are signed by 640 people of Salt Lake City and Utah, protesting 
against the charge that the people of Utah have condoned this 
offense and are willing that this condition of things chall continue. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I understand exactly. In other words, they 
are statements to which somebody has gone around and secured sig- 
natures^ and I deny the right of this committee or of the Senate of 
the United States to consider such a paper as that and admit it in 
evidence as bearing upon the question of the right to hold office of a 
Senator, whom it is sought to expel He has the absolute right to 
have the people who offer any testimony here, and whose statements 
are supposed to bo of any value, come here and be sworn and be sub* 
ject to cross-examination. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Mr. Chairman, this sounds like a comedy from the 
most amusing comic opera that ever got on the stage. Here this wit* 
ness and a host of others have been telling us about general condi- 
tions in Utah. Matters of opinion and all the things that are re- 
ferred to in this paper have been testified to by all of those wit- 
nesses, and we are to be deterred from cross-examining witnesses 
or making any reference to these things by the threat that they are 
going to put in proof along the same line. Now, I am going to pro- 
ceed with the cross-examination of this witness, with this paper as 
the basis of it 

Mr. Wobthinoton. I understand that Judge Tayler has decided 
this question, but I do not understand that the committee has passed 
upon it 

The Chaibman. No; nobody has decided it; but the petition or re- 
monstrance was sent to the Senate of the United States, properly 
received by the Senate, and properly referred to this committee. It 
was referred to the committee, I suppose, for its consideration. 
What the committee will do with it is another question. 

Mr. Taylbb. (Reading:) 

u To the Congre$$ and the people of the United States: 

" The law-abiding people of Utah have read with amazement, 
indignation, and disgust the declaration of President Joseph F. 
Smith, of the Mormon Church, that they are broad minded enough 
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to t**s*nt to the checking violations ef lew end public deeeh<y with 
which to oouftieei* to have committed* k 

« W* protort wa% Wa m J iwt tu g of this sort of praise. On 
tfce contrary, we me* emphatically fi^tdiato and repel the state* 
toef** whkfc, In fa*, ia ell allagaUeti that we, knowing of his defiant 

MwlMMI6iBk ITt ICQMMNi SO Mi efimWA 

* #l IbooH) I* tbe oeearary> that ha and tlM other polygamiste 
ten mfQttwM HnniiUlNfii with en iwjwwirmbU wall of secrecy in 
Mr perpetretien of the Sftisdeeds laa tllUid to. hata systematically 
mixx mx k the facer* nf birtha required by Iaw> aad it hM been 
iwHxweiWe, through court pruossj or otherwise, to obtain any exact 
knowledge of what wae being dana* maoh 1m legal eYidenceof the 
offenses; that the pubtto eentenent of the >w*ebiding people hare 
tea at ail times been aaetam for the punishment of polygamy and 
pohgeaaonti ptwothiflp, aa tteti as of other talmas, 

"Swing to the power and control of the poiygemiti hierarchy 
m their petopk end the pressure they hiw constantly brought to 
hear me* tfcan to wppori of t^ special crime to wfiah they are 
me*, k hat become a meteer of discipline with all who are under 
&e7doai»eaoe to refrain from talking about polygamy relations 
am* to de*y te wwiad g e «# the seme eft all occasion* The one who 
— — j^2y Mi biiito of these msltsrs hae been sttsanatized 
aa a traitor, ******* u>hM aad jmxmg the deyotese of the 
Heme* Ohordint^tohatofasMa. WWsm betreye the pohrg. 
assist la safajeot to ushsissmi ahaaa» <kpriTat*on of buskes^ and to 



ee^penaJty^hkli aaW'idled, aaauupu low pepr/ pa inflict. 
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M v gMli aas^Re*^Bss^pe*^e>e ^ejae^se^a- ssssjasjs^^BBesei^s^^Bj w^s* 



, , been tm po as ibli to know whitt was being done 

to tfeis isaer* Mil *ilhstoi»din|: atassg suspicion* of the facte enter- 
tosjesd by »a*y pmarn Wto Te^ hae been liftod in part for the 
*«t tea to the teattomr that haa joat been given by the church 

kSkofa yStogtim, ™i 1 — ^ the wKola country ^ did this 

awltowttf jceaatoa aa bmcH aetonuiiiiMnt and humiliation as in Utah, 
tin in»aatiiattoft thaa far haa been to tewt^ythat #e toll for its 
i mSSmmm, confident that farther ^ d^sta^ egoa^y start- 
way be expeetod, aa 4mm are cartokiy deeper depths than hare 




« We therefore denottnce President Smith's statement that the peo- 

£111 1Mk BaMato or condone his and like offenses as a libel upon 
^e^iama^^ooaaoteee, We repudiate U»e statement as ^one 
wis^ aa^r^ aiid pateat a^^ whose 
f*£g «re dead to t&e enormity of the offense of which these self- 
osmfsseed lawbreaitors hate been and continue to he guilty. 

* We also mast earnestly protest against th* continuance of the 
state of degradation and immoral liring the testimony referred to dis- 
, Vii M ,i mod demand that the lawa against this crime shall be enforced 
with aadh vtoor aa to compel the defiant transgressors to come withm 
$« kw andkeep good faith with our generoiis nation. 

* We therefore show to the country that our protest is twofold: 
Fkst. against the attempt to place us in the false position of condoners 
oTSs crime; and t second, we emphaUcaUy protoet against its fur- 
stoar eanttoiiaum and demand that this lawbrealdng be jitm up in 
«fl ito forma, anrf that Utah ahall keep to tomt and itt letter the faith 
it has pledged to tiba people of the United State** 
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1 *m&A like to Mk you if that rejreasnts ftdrly the state <yt mind 
dt * large number of people in Uteh? 

; • Mf# Va* Cart. Jasi s moment before the answer. May we tee 
the o«titioii f Mr, Teylerf 

Mr. Tatibs. Certainly [handing the paper to Iff. V*» Cottt 

Mr. Va» Ow* I* there anything to show when this paper was 
received? # 

Mr. T Attw. I have nothing to do with that* I have Just seen 
something end it occurs to am to ask a question about it It is as if 
the paper hid no existence. 

Mr. McCastt. I em reedy to imw«? the question just as soon as 
they get through. 

"* Mr. Wcwwnwetw. I do not know that anything thai we may say 
will ban any influence upon this matter, but I want to call attention 
to what the fact is to that H will appear on the record, that Joseph 
F. Smith gate the testimony to which this refers last March and that 
theae paper* hare been kept back until this case was supp o sed to be 
about dosed; and if this matter is to bs settled at this session of the 
Senate it is impossible for us to make any reply to it . 
Mr. Taylmb. It is not in evidence, 

Mr. Wovmwotow. No; it is not in evidence, but yon hare read H 
so as to get it on the record, so as to get the effect of having it in evi- 



Mr. Tatuol It has been in public print for tear months. It was 
printed last spring. 
Mr. Wcerrmrorow. That paper? 
Mr. Tatuol Yes. 

Mr. Wo«THnf©TON. It was just received by the Senate. 
Mr. Tayl&k. That I recognize as familiar language printed last 
spring. 

Mr. Wowthihgtoh. Which is all the more reason why it is proper 
to keep it back until this time and then pnt it in here. 

Mr. McCabtt. I will say, Mr. Tayler, that there are some in Salt 
Lake 0%— - 

Mr. Worthtngton . I would like to have the records show a ruling 
on this subject. 
The Ohajsmak. What is the point? 

Mr. WoannHGTOK. We object to that question on the ground that 
it refers to this paper which has been produced here, and on the 
grounds which I have stated. 

Mr. Tatuol Mr. Chairman, there is no paper in it at all. I 
have been so zealous and sedulous in my care not to offend the pro- 
fessional technical proprieties here that when this paper appears 
it suggests a question, and a perfectly proper question, which gathers 
together a certain supposed state of mind. If that state of mind 
does not exist on the part of any particular portion of the community 
of Utah, the witness will say so. I might and would and could with 
the seme propriety ask him if it was the opinion of any considerable 
portion of the people of Utah that the United States ought to send an 
army out there and destroy the temple. I might ask way question, 
of course, of this witness to indicate and test what was his idea of the 
state of the public mind, and so I ask him to what extent that which 
1 read to him represented an actual public mind in the State of Utah. 
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Mr. Wobthinoton* Let the stenographer read the question so that 
we can see what it is. 
The reporter read as follows: 

"I would like to ask you if that represents fairly the state of 
mind of a large number of people in Utah f " 

Mr. WorrttiNoroN. I understand the Chair to rule that that is a 
proper question i 

The GftAisiUit. I do' not think there is any objection to it 

Mr, WoBTHOroToifw Very well 

Mr* McCabty. There are two or three propositions. I would have 
to segregate that a little. There are some men who entertain just 
about those views, but when they say they were surprised at anything 
Oat has been testified to here, unless it was some emphatic and almost 
unreasonable statement, I am surprised that they should make that 
statement, because I have not been surprised at anything that has been 
developed in this investigation. I have known, as a judicial officer 
there, that those conditions— probably not as stated in the extreme 
.sense that they are in the remonstrance— have existed in Utah. I 
understand— and so has every other well-informed man in Utah— 
that Joseph F« Smith, that Mr. Lyman, Mr. John Henry Smith, Mer- 
rill, and Cowley, ana others are living in those relations, and when 
the signers to the document say they are surprised they simply sur- 
prise me. • \. v: --> 

Mr* Tatuo. That is a good way to put ifc Now, were you sur- 
prised, for instance, at the statement of the very intelligent witness 
here Mr. Booth, who lives right in the general neighborhood, that he 
was surprised to learn, or did not know, that Joseph F. Smith had 
had quite a number of children, or did not know that any children 
had been born to him of plural wives in the last ten years? Does that 
surprise you also f 

Mr. MoCaktt. Well, I thought his range of information was some- 
what circumscribed. , 

Mr. Tatlss. I was surprised myself, but— 

Mr. McCabtt. The fact is, Mr. Tayler, we all have known that 
those conditions were existing' there, and. as I say, there is a large 
class or a large number of people throughout the State who do not 
approve of them, who do not get out and make an open fight or re- 
monstrance against them. They wish they could be eliminated and 
were eliminated. That is a sort of passive forbearance, toleratidn, 
that they have exercised; not one of conaonement or approval I 
think Mr. Smith went a httleioo far when he intimated that the peo- 
ple generally approve of it; and the fact that there are no prosecu- 
tions, or have not been, is proof to my mind that the sentiment is not 
as prevalent as the remonstrance there would indicate. There are a 
great many people in Salt Lake and come in the country that are very 
bitter— I will not say very bitter ; I will modify that, but very em* 
phatio— and have insisted all along that the law should be enforced, 
but they do not represent the prevailing opinion, especially if we 
determine that by the numbers. 

The Chairman. Is there anyth^ further, Mr. Tayler t Senator 
Dubois would like to ask a question. 

Senator Dubois. Mr. McCarty, you said when the ticket was made 
up the Mormons pretty closely supported their own party ticket 

Mr. MoCaitt. Yes, sir; that has been the rule. 
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Senator Dubois. Do the Mormon leaders in the various communi- 
ties pay much attention to the making up of the ticket? 

Mr. McCakty. Well, those who are actively engaged in politics 
of course take part at the primaries and in conventions. 

Senator Dubois. Are they careful to see that no one gets on the 
ticket who is particularly hostile to them ? 

Mr. MoCabtt. I can not recall any incident or circumstance where 
there has been any contention along that line. 

Senator Dubois. Are the Gentiles who are desirous to be on the 
ticket solicitous to find out how the leaders of the Mormon Church 
will stand in regard to them ? 

Mr. McCakty. To this extent, Senator : The Mormon Church and 
the Mormon people, of course, have absolute control of the State if 
they wish to exercise it. 
Senator Dubois. What is that, Judge? I did not hear you. 
Mr. McCabty. I say the Mormon people, if they were to combine, 
would have the absolute control of the State and could nominate 
whomsoever they desire. They could exclude every Gentile from the 
ticket if they were so disposed. Realizing that they have this power, 
Gentiles are somewhat cautious about their candidacy, or somewhat 
apprehensive until they know whether there is going to be a fight 
against them or not Now, I think a great deal too much prominence 
is given the church in these matters. I do not think the church is 
taking or has been in the last few campaigns taking the active part 
that has been attributed to the church; but candidates usually want 
to know whether there is going to be a fight made against them, real- 
izing that if the church so desires or the people who compose it they 
could defeat them. A great many of them, I understand, have solic- 
ited and gone and conversed with the first presidency and others, but 
those Gentiles have proved to be generally the weakest candidates 
that have been placed on the ticket. 

Senator Dubois. But they are anxious, are they not; they are 
solicitous to find out whether the church is going to oppose them or 
whether they will favor their candidacy ? 

Mr. McCakty. Yes. Owing to this continual agitation there and 
recognizing that the church is a factor that must oe reckoned with, 
there is always an air, an atmosphere of uncertainty in every 
campaign. 

Senator Dubois. What, in your judgment and in the judgment of 
men like you, is now and has always been the greater evil there, 
polygamy or church dictation in politics? 

Mr. McCabty. Well, I do not know of any direct church dictation 
in politics. Of course I have always thought that this question of 
polygamy has been used a great deal as a mask with which to attack 
the church for supposed or alleged interferences; and so forth, in 
those matters. The only instance that I know of in the way of 
church interference, if it could be called such, was the Thatcher 
episode. 

Senator Dubois. They refused to give their consent that Roberts 
and Thatcher should be candidates; and at the election they gave 
their consent that Roberts should be a candidate, did they not? 

Mr. McCakty. Well, I do not know. I presume so. 

Mr. Worthington. Senator, do I understand that that is a state- 

S. Doc. 486, 5^-1, vol 2 69 



WO BRED 8MOOT. 

ment of a fact in the evidence in this case, that they did refuse to give 
their consent? 
Senator Dubois. He testified to it 

Mr. Van Cott. I think not, Senator. They simply did not ask for 
consent, as I remember the testimony. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I do not understand that there is any evidence 
that they asked for consent and it was refused. 

Senator Dubois. This order was promulgated in the middle of the 
campaign, and they did not have the consent when they ran the first 
time. 

Mr. Wobthinoton, That is a different thing. 

Senator Dubois. Roberts did ask the consent of the church when he 
ran the second time, did he not, Judge? Is not that what you under- 
stand? 

Mr. McCartt. I understand it from the existence of that rule. 
That is all. I never talked with any of the leaders of the church 
in regard to the matter. I am not acquainted with but a very few of 
them. I have no direct information, but the conclusion would be 
that he probably got consent 

Senator Dubois. Do you understand that Mr. Smoot received their 
consent to become a candidate for the United States Senate? 

Mr. McCartt. I understand so. That is the general supposition 
that is accepted. 

Senator Dubois. Did yon ever know of a case where the authori- 
ties of the church gave their consent to two men to run for the same 
office at the same time? 

Mr. McCabtt. I do not know as to that, Senator. That is a fea- 
ture that I have paid but very little attention to. I presume that 
when a high church official becomes a candidate, he has procured the 
consent ofiiis superiors — those with whom he is associated. 

Senator Dubois. You never knew of a case where his superiors 
gave their consent for a Democrat to run for the United States Sen- 
ate, we will say, and for a Republican to run for the United States 
Senate at the same time, both being high officials of the church? 

Mr. McCabtt. I do not think so. 

Senator Dubois. They give their consent to only one man of one 
party? 

Mr, MoCabtt. I do not know how that is. George M. Cannon was 
a receptive candidate when Mr. Smoot was elected. So was Gov- 
ernor Wells. 

Senator Dubois. They did not have the consent of the authorities? 
Mr. McCabtt. I do not know as to that. 

Mr, WoBTHiNOTOW. Do you know of any case in which any high 
official of {he Mormon Church has asked for leave to run for any 
office and been refused? 

Mr.* McCabtt. No; I do not 

Mr. Tatubr. Well, you do not count Moses Thatcher and Brigham 
H. Roberts- 

Mr. Wobthinoton. They did not ask for consent 

Mr. Tatlrb. Hold on— as being practically in that status? 

Mr. McCabtt. Yes; I would count those two as belonging to that 
class of officials. I asked the question one time of a Mormon as to 
just where the line was drawn, and I have forgotten 

Mr. Tatlob. Just what? 
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Mr. McCabty. Where the line is drawn. I understand that 

bishops and some of those inferior church officials may run for office 

without consent 
Senator Dubois. How is that Judge ?i I did not quite catch it 
Mr. McCabty. I say my understanding is that the bishops, stake 

presidents, and the minor officials generally in the Mormon Church 

may run for office without obtaining this consent 
Senator Dubois. The printed rule is in evidence here. Does hot 

that printed rule say that all officials, from bishops up, including 

bishops, must obtain consent? 
Mr. McCabty. Well, it may. I was discussing this matter- 
Mr. Wobthington. No; it does not say that It says all high 

officials. 

Mr. McCabtt. I was discussing this matter with W. H. Clark, at 
Richfield, who was a candidate for sheriff, and he was also the coun- 
selor for the stake of presidency. - 

Mr. Wobthington. We might as well have this correct here. This 
rule roads that " every leading official thereof." 

Mr. Tatleb. On what page is that? 

Mr. Wobthington. On page 171. 

Senator Dubois. Then it was testified to; I am quite sure you will 
find that it included their head men down to and including bishops. 

Mr. Wobthington. On page 170, Mr. Tayler, it says : 

a Men who hold high positions in the church, whose duties are 
well defined, and whose ecclesiastical labors are considered to be con* 
tinuous and necessary." 

It classifies them in that way. 

Mr. McCabty. I know ill the primaries and county conventions 
the parties pay no attention to that They go on and nominate men. 

Tne Chaibman. Mr. Tayler, have you anything further? 

Mr. Tayleb". What was it you said, Judge, about some plan or 
arrangement being made that one of the Senators should be a Mor- 
mon and the other a Gentile ? 

Mr. McCabty. There is a sort of tacit understanding in Utah that 
if the Democrats are in control one Gentile will come to the Senate 
and one Mormon, and it is the same with the Republicans. That is, 
there is no rule, or^ I might say, no unwritten law ; but that is the 
general understanding and concession, both by Democrats and Mor- 
mons. 

Mr. Tayleb. Is it not understood 

Mr. Wobthington. Both by Democrats and Mormons, did you 
say? 

Mr. McCabty. Gentiles and Mormons. No; the Democrats have 
not had an opportunity to enter into an understanding for some time. 

Mr. Tayleb. Has it not been the understanding also that the polit- 
ical complexion of the Senators should always be the same as the com- 
plexion of the national administration ? 

Mr. McCabty. No. I know that has been claimed. 

Mr. Tayleb. You do not think that it is the unwritten law or tacit 
understanding? 

Mr. McCabty. No. I will say this, Mr. Tayler. We have had two 
campaigns in Utah where the church — that is, when I refer to the 
church 1 mean the church authorities — could not have changed the 
result 
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Mr. Tayubb. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. McCabty. One was in 1896, and the other was in the last elec- 
tion. They could not have stemmed the tide in either of those cam- 
paigns, 

Mr. Taylrb. So that the tacit understanding extends only to this 
division between them of one Gentile and one Mormon ? 
Mr. McCabty. Yes. 

Mr. Taylrb. You do not attach any special significance to that, 
do you* as being worthy of criticism f 
Mr. McCarty. Yes; I do. 
Mr. Taylrb. You dot r. 

Mr. McCabty. For this reason: It is recognizing the Mormon 
Church as a factor in politics, and I have always insisted that it 
should be eliminated; that a man should be nominated on account of 
his politics and fitness for office; and a great many Mormons are bit- 
terly opposed to this recognition of the church as a political factor 
But the Gentiles are more solicitious in regard to that than the Mor- 
mons are. 

Mr. Taylrb. Exactly. 

Mr. McCabty. That is; T speak now of the politicians. 

Mr. Taylrb. The impulse is not any more virtuous, though, because 
it comes from the Gentiles, is it? 

Mr. MoCabty. Oh. no. Of course, I am not including all the Gen- 
tiles. I say the politicians; and the question in the conventions— 
and it is always the (Entiles who usually raise it—is: "Well, we 
must not get too many Gentiles on here. We must have a fair pro- 
portion of Mormons.^ The Salt Lake Tribune, at the last city elec- 
tion, in great flaming headlines, published that there were so many 
Mormons, so many Gentiles, on the ticket and the press and the pol- 
iticians there generally attach a great deal of importance to that 
feature of their campaign* * 

Mr. Vak Corr. Judge, this tacit understanding that you have re- 
ferred to in regard to United States Senators is not so much the Mor- 
mon Church as it is the desire to recognue in fairness the Gentiles 
and the Mormons in equal division of offices ! 

Mr. McCabty. I have heard a number of prominent Mormons talk- 
ing of the United States Senate, and their obiect seems to be this: 
They would like to see able men elected, men who would stand in the 
first rank of statesmanship, if they could get them, and they were 
indifferent even if they were both Gentiles. The Gentiles, in discuss- 
ing those questions, invariably say: u Well, Senator Smoot is a Mor- 
nfon. Of course, we are entitled to a Gentile, and the next must be a 
Gentile." Even in the campaigns the question is sometimes raised 
by the campaign speakers off in the outlying districts that, a ticket is 
unfairly made up. . . 

The Chairman. In what respect unfairly made up! 

Mr. McCabty. Well, that there are too many Gentiles or too many 
Mormons on the ticket. ' 

The Chairman. Improperly divided between the Mormons and the 

Gentiles ? 

Mr. McCabty. Yes. That is one of the features there that creates 
a good deal of contention— the eternal recognition of the Mormon 
Church as a factor in politics j and it is referred to more by the Gen- 
tiles than by the Mormons, 
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The Chairman. Have you anything further t 
Mr. Van Cott. That is all. 

The Chairman. Can all the witnesses who have been examined 
be discharged ! 

Mr. Van Cott. They can all be excused, Mr. Chairman, except 
the witnesses we have examined to-day. 

Mr. Tayler. I am not ready to dismiss Mr. Lynch yet. 

The Chairman. Then Mr. Lynch will remain, and all the other 
witnesses can be discharged. 

Mr. Tayler. And I told somebody — Senator Smoot, perhaps — 
that I wanted to ask Mr. Pratt a question or two. He will be here 
to-morrow, I am told. 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes; he will be back. Then it is understood that 
all the witnesses, except Mr. Pratt and Mr. Lynch, may be excused, 
up until to-day. * * ^ 

Mr* Worthinoton. Except those examined to-day. 

The Chairman. Very well. Who is the next witness! 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. A. S. Condon. 

The Chairman. I will say that the remonstrance which has been 
referred to was handed me this morning. T have been receiving a 
great many, and I have been neglectful sometimes in presenting them 
to the Senate. But I find upon examination— and Mr. Tayler will 
see the source of his information — that I presented this protest on 
the 6th day of April of last year, and that the protest itself was 
. printed in the Congressional Record. 

Mr. Tayler. It had a familiar tone. I knew I had Been it 

The Chairman. But not the names. 

Mr/ Tayler. No; I used no names, anyhow. 



A. S. Condon, being duly sworn, was examined, and testified as 
follows : • 



Mr. Condon. Amasa S. 
Mr. Van Cott. Where were you born ? 
Mr. Condon. In the State of Maine. 

Mr. Van Cott. And you lived there until you were grown to man- 
hood? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you take any special course in education in 
Maine? 

Mr. Condon. I had an academic education, and I studied medicine* 

Mr. Van Cott. Were you in the civil war ? 

Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. How many years? 

Mr. Condon. Nearly two. 

Mr. Van Cott. And after the civil war was over you went back to 
Maine? 

Mr. Condon. I went back to Maine ; yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott, And lived there several years? 
Mr. Condon. A vear or two. 
lit. Van Cott. You studied medicine? 
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Mr, Van Cott. What i 
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Mr. Condon. I studied medicine. 

Mr. Van Cott. You graduated f 

Mr. Condon. I graduated*, 

Mr. Van Cott. And went to Utah ? 

Mr. Condon. And went to Utah. 

Mr. Van Cott. What year did you arrive in Utah? 

Mr. Condon. In 1874, 1 believe, or 1875. 

Mr. Van Cott. Where have you lived since! 

Mr. Condon. In Ogden, Utah. 

Mr. Van Cott 1 . Ogden is the next city after Salt Lake in popula- 
tion, is it? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And I suppose I may say that for some Ogdenites 
it is the first city in Utah? 
Mr. Condon. Yesj sir. ^ 

Mr. Van Cott* Since you have lived in Utah, have you become gen- 
erally acquainted with the people? 
Mr. Condon. I have. 

Mr. Van Cott. Particularly in Ogden city and in the county in 
which it is situated, Weber ? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. You have been practicing medicine there? 

Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. All of the time? 

Mr. Condon. All of the time except nearly two years, when I was 
surgeon in the Spanish-American war. 

Mr. Van Cott. And, in a general way, will you indicate, terri- 
torially, the extent of your practice? 

Mr. Condon. Well, it covers entirely the county of Weber. 

Mr. Van Cott. While you were in Utah you were a member of a 
party? 

Mr. Condon. The Liberal party. 

Mr. Van Cott. That was the Gentile party. 

Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. # 

Mr. Van Cott. How vigorous were you in advancing this Liberal 
party while it existed ? 
Mr. Condon. I was always at the front. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you remain a member of that party until it 
dissolved? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. While you have been in Utah have you become a 
Mormon? 

^ Mr. Condon. No. sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. You are still a Gentile? 
Mr. Condon. I am still a Gentile. 

Mr. Van\Cott. Which party did you join when the Liberal party 
and the Peoples Party dissolved? 
Mr. Condon. The Republican. 

Mr. Van Cott. And you have been a Republican ever since? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you been a member of any of the Kepublican 
conventions since the division on party lines? 
Mr. Condon. Nearly all of them— State conventions. 
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Mr. Van Cott. Have you of the county conventions! 

Mr. Condon. Most always. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is, of Weber County? 

Mr. Condon. Of Weber County; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And also of the State conventions? 

Mr. Condon. The State conventions. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you held any political offices while you have 
boon in Utah? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. What? 

Mr, Condon. I have been a member of the legislature twice, the. - 
first and last ones, 
Mr. Van Cott. The first and the last one? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. The last legislature was the one that met in Janu- 
ary, 1003? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. You were a member of that? 
Mr. Condon . Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was that the legislature^ which Mr. Smoot was 
elected Un i ted States Senator ? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Before that time had Mr. Smoot been prominent or 
not in Republican politics in Utah? 
Mr. Condon. He had been very prominent 
Mr. Van Cott. For a long time* 

Mr. Condon. Yes, sir, many years; I do^ot know how many. 
Mr. Van Cott. When you went to the legislature were you an 
adherent of Mr. Smoot? 
Mr.jCoNDON. Which time? 
Mr. Van Cott. The last time. 
Mr. Condon. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. You had some other candidate? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you support Mr. Smoot or not? 
Mr. Condon. I supported Mr. Smoot 
Mr. Van Cott. Finally, you voted for him? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were you brought to that by the Mormon Church? 

Mr. Condon. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. How was that? 

Mr. Condon. I do not know. They did not approach me. 
Mr. Van Cott. You were convinced he was the proper man, were 
you. 

Mr. Condon. Why, the reason I voted for him- — 

The Chaiiiman. I do not think the witness understood you. Read 
his question, Mr. Reporter. 

Mr. Van Cott. I will put the question in this way: Why did you 
vote for him? ~ 

Mr. Condon. Whv did I finally vote for him? 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes. 

Mr. Condon. I saw that my candidate had no standing at that tim* 
in the caucus, and I wanted to support the caucus nominee. Con- 
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sequently, I withdrew from my candidate and supported the strongest 
man. 

Mr. Yak Cott. The Church had no control over you in to doing! 
Mr* Condon. They never approached me. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you continuously resided in Ogden, or have 
you been absent! 

Mr, Condon. Two years absent, nearly. 
Mr. Van Cott. Wherof 

Mr. Condon, I was in the Spanish war — surgeon. 
Mr. Van Cott, Surgeon in the United States Army t 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you hold any other position ! 

Mr. Condon. Well, I am a member of the $tate board of medical 
examiners, which examines physicians for the practice of medicine 
that come into the State. 

Mr. Van Cott. Appointed by Governor Wells! 

Mr. Condon. Yes, sir; appointed by the governor, with the con- 
sent of the State senate. 

Mr. Van Cott. You then knew of the conditions that existed in 
Utah between the Mormons and Gentiles previous to the manifesto ! 

Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. In a general way, were they pleasant or 
unpleasant! 

Mr. Condon. Well, before that time, when I first went to Utah, 
the Mormons had their own way* I do not know whether it was 
pleasant or otherwise. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was there a bitter feeling or not ! 

Mr. Condon. Yes, sir ; there was a good deal of feeling* 

Mr. Van Cott. Between the Mormons and Gentiles! 

Mr. Condon.' Yes, sir 

Mr. Van Cott. After the manifesto, did that feeling diminish or 
not! 

Mr. Condon. It almost entirely ceased. 

Mr. Van Cott. In traveling around, you of course have become 
acquainted with most of the people of Weber County! 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir; I know them all, mostly* 
Mr. Van Cott. And of Ogden City! 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion as to whether polygamy is 
practically dead in the State of Utah! 

Mr. Oondon. Well, until I came to Washington, I regarded it as 
dead. 

Mr, V*?; Cott, Have you changed your opinion since you got 
here! 

Mr. Condon. No, sir; I hear, here that it is not dead, but I sup- 
posed it was. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is the sentiment of the Mormons on that sub- 
ject in Weber County and Ogden City, where you are acquainted, as 
to whether it is in favor of polygamy or against it ! 

Mr. Condon, Well, the sentiment is against it, but it is not much 
discussed. The question has no standing. It is not much discussed 
now. It is taken for granted that it is dead, and it is not much 
discussed in Weber County* 
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Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion as to whether it is dead? 

Mr* Condon. Yes. I think it is deed, I have watched it far ft loo* 
while, ftnd thftt is the conclusion I hire arrived at — that it is deed, 

Mr. Van Cott. Taking the present time, how many poiygamkt* do 
vou know in Weber County, taking the whole county f 

Mr* Condon. I do not know of one. 

Mr. Van Cott. You do not know of one poly garni**? 

Mr. Condon. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know David Ecctaif 
Mr. Condon. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. He is reputed Co he e polygamic is he not! 

Mr. Condon. He is remited to be a poly mist, but 

Mr. Van Cott. I wilt put the question the other way. I did not 
intend to limit your answer by knowledge. How many reputed po- 
lyoa mists are there in Weber County at the pt^went timet 

Mr, Condon. I believe there are snout three. 

Mr. Van Cott. And going away back of 18JK), wem there many 
more than that? 

Mr. Condon. Oh, res, air; they were very plenty. 

Mr. Van Cott. About what is the population of Weber County! 

Mr. Condon. Approximately, 00,000. 

Mr. Van Cott. And the population of Ogden city f 

Mr. Condon. Approximately, 30,000. 

Mr. Van Cott. And that is all you know in that population f 

Mr. Condon. Yes, air. 

Mr. Van Cott. And. that is by reputation t 

Mr. Condon. It is^only by reputation. 

Mr. Van Cott. Your practice, you hare stated, extends over the 
county? 
Mr. Condon. Y es, air. 

Mr. Van Cott. During the fourteen years from 1890 down to the 
present time do you know of births to reputed polygamous wives! 
Mr. Condon. I have heard of but one. 
Mr. Van Cott. Do you know David Roclea? 
Mr. Condon. I know him well ; yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. How long have you known him? 
Mr. Condon. Twenty -five or thirty years. 
Mr. Van Cott. Is he reputed to have five or six wives! 
Mr Condon. No, sir. 

Mr, Van Cott. What is|he repute on that question? 
Mr. Condon. Two. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is there any repute in Ogden City or in Weber 
County, where Mr, Eccles is acquainted, arid where you are well 
acquainted, that he has married a woman since 1890? 

Mr. Condon. I have not heard of it. - 

Mr. Van Cott. In politics, how have you found the Mormons as to 
being constant in adhering to their party lines? 

Mr. Condon. I do not know as there is any difference between the 
two, but I rather think if there is any difference it is in favor of the 
Mormons. The Gentiles have known of political methods longer 
than the Mormons have, and the Mormon boys, when they leave the 
nominees of a convention are afraid of getting lost, so they stick close 
to their nominee. 
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Mr. Van Cott. Who was your opponent when you were elected to 
the legislature! 
Mr. Condon. My opponent was Joseph Peery. 
Mr. Vak Cott. Is he a Mormon? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And you were elected over him f 
Mr. Condon. Yes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Who was your opponent in the first election t 
Mr. Condon. That was in the first election. « 
Mr. Van Cott. In the last election, then! 
Mr. Condon. I really did not have any. 

Mr. Van Cott. If that because there were a number on each ticket? 
Mr. Condon. Yes* sir. 

M~. Van Cott. Then I will ask you this: Was there a Mormon on 
the Democratic ticket who was running for the legislature also? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did he hold any official position in the Mormon 
Church? 

Mr. Condon. No; the Republican senator did, who ran on the 
same ticket that I did. 
Mr. Van Cott. Who was that! 
Mr. Condon. That was Bishop McKay. 
Mr. Van Cott, He was a Republican? 
m.m**>*< Yes, sin ^ , 

Mr. Van Cott. He is a member in good standing in the Mormon 
Church! 

Mr. Condon. Yes, sir ; a very fine gentleman. 
Mr. Vaj* CoTTi And is he popular with the people! 
Mr. Condon. Exceedingly so. 

Mr. Van Cott. How did you hold up in the vote that you got, with 
Bishop McKay oil the same ticket, in the Mormon precincts ? 

Mr. Condon. In one or two Mormon precincts I ran ahead of him 
and in one or two Gentile precincts he ran ahead of me. 

Mr. Van Cott. In Weber County and in Ogden City ? 

Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

; Mr. Van Cott. Are the Gentiles recognized in the offices! Do 
they hold a fair proportion of themf 

Mr. Condon, Yes, sir; about even. 
^ Mr. Van Cott. And how in regard to salaries? 

Mr. Condon. I think about even. I locked the matter over and I 
thought it was about an even break. , 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you taken any occasion to examine in regard 
to the religion of the school teachers in Ogden! 

Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. What did you find the result to be there, Mr. 
Condon! 

Mr. Condon. I found 35 and 65 per ^ cent— divided in that way— 
and I took some pains to get it 
The Chaibman. Twenty-five and 65, did you say! 
Mr. Condon. Thirty-five and 65. 
Mr. Van Cott. Who has the 65 per cent?! 
Mr. Condon. The Gentiles. 
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Mr. Van Cott. Is there any attention, as a matter of fact, paid in 
Ogden to the fact a teacher is a Mormon or a Gentile ? 

air. Condon. Absolutely none. We have as fine schools there as can 
be found in Maine or Massachusetts or Pennsylvania or anywhere, 
and that question is never raised. I called up the president of the 
school board — he is a Mormon — and he laughed pleasantlv over the 
phone, and he said he had not the slightest idea. Then I called up the 
clerk and he said he had none, but he would send me the names, and I 
knew everybody there arid I could pick them out, which I have done. 
They are here with their addresses. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

_Ogden City, Utah, teachers, 1904-5. 
HIGH SCHOOL. 



Names. 



Addressee. 



M 

Con.. 

Non-M 

Non-M 

Non-M 

Non-M 

Non-M 

Non-M...... 

Non-M 

M 

Non-M 

Non-M 

Non-M...... 

M 



George Thomas (history and economics). 

O. J. Stilwell (commercial branches) 

Florence Yates (stenography and type) . . 

.T*annette Joyce (English) 

Millisent Bingham (German) 

Jennie M. Anderson (English) 

Nellie L. Goss (mathematics) 

Jessie E. Spann (Latin) 

M. O. Blakeslee (science) 

James L. Barker (French).... 

J. E. Betherford (history and civics) 

J. M. Preeman (mathematics) 

Eva E. Busch (English and Latin) ........ 

Squire Coop (music) 



Orchard avenue. 
8778 Grant avenue. 
Reed Hotel. 

817 Twenty-third street. 
543 Twenty-fifth street. 
2454 Adams avenue. 
588 Twenty-flf th street 
Virginia Hotel. 
£480 Lincoln avenue. 
North Ogden. 
612 Twenty-fourth street. 
2563 Jefferson avenue. 
2454 Adams avenue. 
Ogden, Utah. 
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GRANT. 



M 

No 

Methodist.. 

M 

No 

M 

M 

No. . ........ 

M I.".*."".."."." 

M 

No... 

M .... 



18—10 M. 



W. N. Petterson 

Marie A. Wittenberg 

WvLi Underwood 

Lottie Stone.......... 

Florence Wittenberg . 

Clara Brown 

Ida Roberts , 

May me McDermc tt . . 
Clara Peterson ........ 

Maud Natebitt 

May Hartog 

hmma Nellsos .... 

Alice Flowers.. ....... . 



2148 Jefferson avenue. 
541 Twenty-fourth street. 
227 Twenty-tecond streot 
226 Second street. 
541 Twenty-fourth street. 
2579 Madison avenne. 
739 Twenty-fifth street 
Healy Hotel. 

Ut East Eighteenth street. 

752 Twenty-third street. 

576 Canyon road. 

2<£J0 Adams avenne. 

660 Twenty-seventh street. 



MADISON. 



No. 



M. 

No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 

No. 
No. 
No. 
M.. 
No. 
No. 



1ft— 8 M. 



D. H. Adams 

Ella R. Goes 

Dora Snow 

Elisabeth Lynch 

Mrs. W. H. Meal ..>... 

Gertrude E. White 

Clara Bore man &. 

Lou Mitchell 

Ethel Harcombe 

Fred W. Redfield 

Alice Maaruire. ...... .. 

Amelia Mole 

Else Dangers .... 

Glenn Douglas 

EdnaMiddleton... 

Jean MacmiUan ^ ,. 



2360 Quinny avenue. 
5SJ Twenty-fifth street 
2M9 Madison avenue. 
iH '4 Quincy avenue. 
1 1<57 Twenty-fourth street 
7 9 Twenty-fourth street 
2554 Jefferson avenue. 
] .0i Jackson avenue. 
774 Twenty-first street 
849 Washington avenue. 
2526 Adams avenue. 
2571 Lincoln avenue. 
2357 Adams avenue. 
2632 Madison avenue. 
640 Twenty-second street 
963 Twenty-fifth street 



wo 
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MOUND FORT. 




M. 

»: 

No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
M.. 
No. 
M .. 
M .. 



11— ti M. 



Joel J. Harris...... 

M. June Peirce.... 

Lcis E. Peirce 

Mrs. Millie Cone.. 
Claire Gipeon..... 
Nellie Bennett .... 
Catharine Coetley. 
Meda McQuarrie.. 

LnluB. Bell.'. 

Mary Grix .... 

Andrew A. Kerr 



0400 Adams »yenue, 
780 Twenty-thh d street. 

Do - 
M5 Twenty-fourth street. 
8888 Washington avenue. 
886 Twenty-fifth street. m 
Of den, Utah. Station A. 
478 Twenty-sixth street. 
1748 Washington avenue. 
2450 Jefferson avenue. 
Corner Twenty-first and Adams. 



DEB. 




10—6 M. 



Elbert W Harold 

Mrs. Josephine Hirst. . 

Oil* M. Barker 

Verne M. Barrows — 
Laura Klrkp* trick 

Will* Spurgeon 

Mrs.^J^^Chrl*tonsea 



SlS Twenty-fourth street 
881 Twenty-third street. 
1016 Farley avenue. 
887 Twenty-third street. 
868 Twenty-fifth street. 
6716 Grant avenue. 
8880 Adams avenue. 
468 Twenty-fourth street. 
786 Twenty-fourth street. 
6884 Adams avenue. 



CENTRAL. 



»»•»» ..... 



John B. Hansltk. . 
Mabel TibboU.... 
Grace MoGonagl* 




Mary 



8680 Adams avenue. 
8747 Madison avenue. 
610 Twenty-sixth street 
8086 Adams avenue. 
446 Thirteenth street. 
»t. 



est Twenty-seventh street 
6484 Monroe avenue. 
1661 Twenty-fifth street 



PINGREE. 
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Henry Barker Jr. 
gsrrfe V. Knapp . 
Berth* M. Stone. . 




'ohn A. Jt 
' L, Stone 

rine Higginbotha m . 

Ethel Orth.7. 

Gertrude Kennedy. 

V. Mae Carter 

Eva Moves. 



Odgen R. F. D., No. 8, Utah. 
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Mr. Van Cott. What is the religion of the district judge now of 
the second district? 
Mr. Condon. I do not know that he has any, but he is a Gentile, 
Mr. Van Cott. He is a Gentile, whether he has any religion or not? 
Mr. Condon. He is. 
Mr. Van Cott. His name is Howell? 
Mr. Condon. Howell; yes, sir, 

Mr, Van Cott. Who was his predecessor in the same office? 
Mr. Condon. Rolapp; a Mormon. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is Judge Rolapp popular in the State and in the 
district? 

Mr. Condon. I thhk among the lawyers he is considered one of the 
best in the State. 
Mr. Van Cott. Is there any question but what Howell is a Gentile? 
Mr. Condon. Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whom he appointed for his stenog- 
rapher: whether he was a Mormon or a Gentile? 
Mr. Condon. A Mormon, I believe. 

Mr. Van Cott. Doctor, give us the extent to which Mormons and 
Gentiles, as such, are recognized in Weber County; that is, as to 
whether that matter is discussed, as to whether a man is a Mormon 
or a Gentile in business and social affairs, in politics, and everything 
of that kind? 

Mr. Condon. Well, I am pretty well acquainted there; and I say 
frankly that I do not believe that that is taken into consideration at 
all. 1 think these appointees of the district court just happened to be 
about an even break, as I said before, to use that expression. I think 
it just happens so. I think not any inquiry is made at all. 

Mr. Van Cott. You knew when you voted for Mr. Smoot that he 
was an apostle of the Mormon Church, did you ? 

Mr. Condon. I did not take it into consideration. I do not know 
whether I knew or not I did not care. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did it make any ripple out there when he was 
appointed as an apostle? 

Mr. Condon, $fot a ripple: no. 

Mr. Van Gott. What is the sentiment, Doctor, as to. the prosecu- 
tion or the letting alone of these unlawful cohabitation cases where 
the marriages occurred prior to the manifesto. 

Mr. Condon. Prior to the manifesto? 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Condon. Well, I have heard the expression here several times, 
as I have been watching this, that it is condoned. I do not like that 
term, and I do not think it is a fit term if condoned means to forgive. 

Mr. Van Con-, Yes. 

Mr. Condon, It is tolerated. It is a question like passing by some 
offensive thing, which one has to do, and go by and lets it alone. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that the sentiment, to let it alone? 

Mr. Condon. Yes; it is dying out, and it will be dead when this 
generation passes away. It will not even leave a memory behind in 
twenty years. , 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion. Doctor, judging by the last 
fourteen years, as to how rapidly the difficulties out mere are solving^ 
themselves? 
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Mr. Condon, Marvelously, if that is a definite answer enough. 

Mr. Tan Cott. I think that is sufficient, Doctor. Was there any- 
thing in the atmosphere or any other place out there that greatly sur- 
prised jtou because Mr. Smoot was a candidate for the United States 
Senate? 

Mr. Condon. No, sir; it was expected that he would be for years- 
several years, four or five. 
Mr. van Cott. That is all. 

The Chairman. I understood you to say, Doctor, that polygamy 
was dead. 

Mr. Condon. Yes, sir: polygamy, that is what I meant. 
The Chairman. Is polygamous cohabitation dead ? 
Mr. Condon. No, sir; it is lilge the extremity of a snake that wrig- 
gles until the sun goes down. 
The Chairman. And it wriggles every day ? 
Mr. Condon. Well, feebly ; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You say you did not know that Mr. Smoot was" 
an apostle when you voted for him ? V 

Mr. Condon. No, sir ; I did not take it into consideration. 

The Chairman. Would you have taken the question into consider- 
ation if Joseph F. Smith had been the candidate? 

Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. What would you have done in that case? 
Mr. Condon. I should certainly have voted against him and. done 
everything I could to defeat him. 
The Chairman. Why? > 

Mr. Condon. Because he is living in open polygamy — it is noto- 
rious—but Mr. Smoot is a clean man. 

The Chairman. Yes; that seems so from the evidence. Mr. Tay- 
ler, vou may inquire. 

Mr. Tayler. You say polygamy was dead until you got down, 
there and found it was not. Was that intended to be ironical? 
Mr. Condon. I found it seemed not to be. 



riages have taken place within last ten years, clo you? 

Mr. Condon. No, sir; I can not deny what I do not know. I do 
not know of any that have taken place. 
Mr. Tayler. How do you know it is dead of you can not deny that ? 
Mr. Condon. I see no manifestation of it 
Mr. Tayler. You said it was dead. 
Mr. Condon. It is dead. 

Mr. Tayi<er. That is to say, then, you know there are no polyga- 
mous marriages occurring? 

Mr. Condon. If there were polygamous marriages ocurring, I think 
I would know it. 

Mr. Tayler. Was Abram H. Cannon, an apostle, polygamously 
married a few years ago? 

Mr. Condon. I do not know. 

Mr.. Tayler. Do you say he was not? You say you would have 
known it if he had, do you not? 
Mr. Condon. I did not mean to say there were no sporadic cases* 
Mr. Tayler. There were no sporadic cases? 
Mr. Condon. I did not mean to say there were not any. 
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Mr. Tayler. How many cases does it take to escape the definition 
of sporadic? 

Mr. Condon. I am glad you have asked me that question. I am 
willing to say SO cases. While I suppose there is no definite line of 
demarcation that can be thrown around it, I am willing to say that 
80 cases would. 

Mr. Tayler. You would call 30 cases the limit of the sporadic? 

Mr. Condon. For your convenience. I would be willing to meet 
you on that ground and admit it. 

Mr. Tayleb. How can polygamy die or be dead with 80 sporadic 
cases? 

Mr. Condon. I do not believe there are 80 sporadic cases. 

Mr. Tayler. I do not ask you that You told us if there were spor- 
adic cases that would not interfere with the statement, but can polyg- 
amy be dead if there are sporadic cases? 
, Mr. Condon. Can it be dead practically ? 

Mr. Tayler, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Condon. Yes; it can. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you learn something down here that you did not 
know at home? 
Mr. Condon. Yes. 
Mr. Tayler. What! 

Mr. Condon. I learned that George Sutherland's wife was the 
daughter of John D. Lee. 

Mr. Tayler. You have heard it here in this room, have you ? 

Mr. Condon. Yes : I believe I read it. 

Mr. Tayler. You heard it in the testimony , did you ? 

Mr. Condon. No; I believe I read it in the Washington Star. 
But I think I was sitting in this room. That is a good deal of news 
tome. • 

Mr. Tayler. What else did you learn down here? 

Mr. Condon. Well, there are some things that it would be hardly 
proper for me to state here at this table. 

Mr. Tayler, It would be hardly proper? 

Mr. Condon. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. But you told us you learned that polygamy was not 
dead after you got down here. How did you learn it ? 

Mr. Condon. I learned it by what I have read. I did not mean 
what I learned before this committee, I meant here in Washington. 

Mr. Tayler. Oh! 

Mr. Condon. Yes ; that is what I meant. 
11*. Tayler. That is what you meant ? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Was there not a' lot of testimony before the committee 



Mr. Condon. I said it was practically dead. 
Mr. Tayler. Never mind the adverb. You did not put it in before. 
Mr. Condon. Well, I qualify it and put it in now. 
Mr. Tayler. You say also you only Imow one polgamist in Weber 
County? 

Mr. Worthinoton. No ; he did not say that 

Mr. Condon. I do not even know that he is in polygamy* 
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Mr. Tayler. Exactly; Counsel's explanation was wholly unneces- 
sary* You do not even know that 
Mr. Condon. No ; Mr. Tayler, I do not 
Mr. Tayler. You do not?" 
Mr. Condon. No, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Condon. I mean that I do not know. I mean just what I say. 

Mr. Tayler. Therefore you do not know whether there is a single 
married man in the city of Qgden unless you were present at his 
marriage? 

Mr. Condon. No; I do not mean anything of the kind. 
Mr. Tayler. Is it not as well established a fact that there are 
polygamous wives in Weber County as that a man has a legal wife? 
Mr. Condon. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. So that you do not know of any, .therefore? 
Mr. Condon. Any what? 

Mr. Tayleb. I did not say anything. Any man there with plural 
wives. 

Mr. Condon. I do not. > 

Mr. Tayler. Nobody that is reputed in the community ? 
Mr. Condon. I did not say so. 

Mr. Tayler. Just as your neighbor is reputed to be married? 
Mr. Condon. I did not say so. 
Mr. Tayler. Very well. Is there? 

Mr. Condon. I said I know one who has the reputation of being a 
polygamist 

Mr. Tayler. Does anybody deny it? Does anybody deny that he 
is a polygamist? 

Mr. Condon. Well, sir, I do not know. That question you are put- 
ting is negative. How can I tell? 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know him? 

Mr. Condon. Do I know him ? I know him well. 

Mr. Tayler. You have not discussed with him as to whether he 
has a plural wife or not ? 

Mr. Condon. No; I do not stick my nose into other people's busi- 
ness to that extent. 

Mr. Tayler. I am obliged for the answer, which is quite inform- 
ing to us, because you are not sticking your nose into any business 
now. 

Mr. Condon. How would I be rude enough? It is a rude question, 
Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayler. I want to get at the state of your mind. Therefore 
you are ready to say that you believe a grave injustice is done to this 
iriend to yours by charging that he has a polygamous wife? 

Mr. Condon. I do not. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you believe it ? 

Mt.Condon. Believe he has one? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Condon. I have never consulted my mind, whether 1 do ornot . 
Mr. Tayler. Do you believe it? jConsidt it now, for us. 
Mr. Condon. I will have to deliberate over it. If you will hold 
this committee in session for a couple of hours, probably I wilL 
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Mr. Tatler. The committee will give you time to deliberate with 
yourself. 

Mr. Condon. Unless the chairman directs me to answer, I shall 
decline to answer it 

The Chairman. Doctor, can you not state to the committee your 
judgment on that question, from your acquaintance? 

Mr. Condon. Whether I believe he is? 

The Chairman. Yes* What is your best opinion in regard to it? 

Mr. Condon. Possibly he is a polygamist 

Mr. Taylea. Is that the best you can do ? 

Mr. Condon. That is the best I can do. 

Mr. Tatler. Possibly? 

Mr. Condon. Possibly. 

Mr. Tatler. Then, do you believe he is a polygamist? 
Mr. Condon. Reajiy, I have no knowledge M matter at all. 
Mr. Tatler. You have no belief about it? ■ 
Mr. Condon. No, I have not ; because it does not concern me enough 
to have a belief. 

Mr. Tatler. Have you heard of anybody else being reputed to be a 
polygamist there ? 
Mr. Condon. No, sir. Let me see— 
Mr. Tatler. You have not? 
Mr. Condon. Let me see. 

Mr. Tatler. You said you know everybody in the county, did you 
»#lt " 

Mr* Condon. Just one moment. You go too fast. 
*v Mr. Tatler. We will give you time enough to think about that, too. 

Mr. Condon. I woula like to correct that statement I believe I 
have heard of another. 

Mr. Tatler. Who is he? 

Mr. Condon. I decline to say. 

Mr. Tatler* Yoh deeUiie to say? 

Mr. Condon* Unless X am directed to say what his name is. 

Mr* Tatler. I think the chairman would direct you to answer that 
question. Did you get it in your professional relationship, under the 
seal of secrecy of the physician's profession? 

Mr* Condon. I do not like to be a spy on my neighbors. 

Mr. Tatler. I have not asked you if you looked in the window or 
saw anything that was wrong* I am asking you about repute. Do 
■ jw-lwviB'iioapj'-tO'i^'i^tlel- ^ , 

Mr. Condon.. Is this a proper place to use those names ? 

Mr* Tatler. It certainly is the place to use them. 

Mr. Condon. Supposing it should turn out that he was not a 
polygamist? Wouicf I not be amenable for— — 

The Chairman. Doctor, you are simply testifying as to reputation. 
What is the reputation in regard to it ? 

Mr. Condon. Well, Mr. Pingree. 

Mr. Tatler. Afr. James Pingreet 

Mr* Condon. Yes, sir. . , * , 

Mr. Tatler. Was there any special circumstance that emphasized 

his repute, recently? - 

' Mr* Condon* I can not say that there is. 
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Mr. Tayler. Did two of his wives have children on the same day, 
or thereabouts ? 
Mr. Condon. Polygamous wives? 

Mr. Taylor. Yes, sir. I do not know whether they are both polyg. 
amous or not, but one would have to be. Did you hear of that? 
Mr. Condon. I do not know. 
Mr. Tayler. You do not know ? 
Mr. Condon. No> sir. 
Mn Tayler. What is his business? 
Mr. Condon. He is a banker/ 
Mr. Tayijer. Do you know him well ? 
Mr. Condon. I know him well. 

Mr. Tayler. Did Vou know of both of his wives having children 
about the same time? 
Mr. Condon. I did not. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know of anybody else who is reputed to be a 
polygamist there? 
Mr. Condon. I do not 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know Charles Green well? 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Is he reputed to be a potygamist? 
Mr. Condon. Not since the manifesto. 
Mr. Tayler. What has he done with his wives? 
Mr. Condon. What has he done with his wives? 
Mr, Tayler. Yes; has he separated from them, or are they dead? 
Mr. Condon. I never heard that he took one since the manifesto. 
Mr. Tayler. I am not talking about that How many wives had 
he before the manifesto. 
Mr. Condon, I think he had two. 
Mr. Tayler. How many has he now? 
Mr. Condon. I do not know. 

Mr. Tayler. Is he reputed to have five wives, or four, or three, 
now? 

Mr. Condon. I never heard so. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know a man named Burton ? 

Mr. Condon. I know several by the name of Burton. 

Mr. Tayler. W. W. Burton ? 

Mr. Condon. W. W. Burton? Yes; I think I do. 

Mr. Tayler. Is he reputed to be a polygamist ? 

Mr. Condon. Not to my knowledge. I never heard so. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know a man named Marriott? 

Mr. Condon. There are several Marriotts. 

Mr. Tayler. Maroni Marriott? 

Mr. Condon. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. Is he reputed to be a polygamist? 

Mr. Condon. He, was reputed to be a polygamist before the mani- 
festo, and those were the three I had reference to — that I had already 
named over. 

Mr. Tayler. Is he reputed to be a polygamist now ? 
Mr. Condon. He has the same wire that he had before the mani* 
festo-the same^plural wives. 
Mr* Tayler. The same plural wives f 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Tayleb. So that there is a thii^ polygamist ! 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir; that is what 1 admitted. 
Mr. Tayleb. Aaron Farr? Do you know him t 
Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatleb. Is he reputed to be a polygamist? 
Mr. Gondon. He is dead. 
Mr. Tayleb. He is dead ? 

Mr. Condon. Oh, Aaron Farr. There are two Aaron Farra, father 
and son. 

Mr. Tayleb. I am referring to the one who is living. Naturally I 
would. Is he reputed to be a polygainist ? 

Mr. Condon. He does not live in Ogden. 

The Chairman. Doctor, the question is what is his reputation. 

Mr. Condon. His reputation before he went away from Ogden was 
that he was in polygamy. 

Mf. Tayleb. How long ago was that? 

Mr. Condon. Ajear or such matter— a year and a half, possibly. 

Mr. Tayleb. Wmslow Farr. Do you know him ? 

Mr. Condon. If you will excuse me, I want to correct my testimony 
there. I had reference to Winslow Farr. I know nothing about 
Aaron Farr. 

Mr. Tayleb. Winslow Farr, then, is reputed to be a polygamist? 
Mr. Condon. Yea> sir, 

Mr. Tayleb. Do you know Margaret Geddes ? 
Mr. Condon. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Doctor, you have lived there, as- you, said, how long; 
tweitty-ife^^wf 

Mr. Condon. Yes, sir. » 

Mr. Tayleb. When a woman lives in a community with a reputa- 
tion for chastity, without a husband apparent, who has children and - 
continues to be respectable, and is considered chaste according to the 
standard of morals of the Mormon people, you infer that she is mar- 
ried, do you not? 

Mr. Condon. I would. If I knew of the circumstance, I Would. 
- Mr. Tayleb. I am assuming the circumstances to be as I have stated 
them* , 

Mr. Condon. Yes, 

Mr. Tayleb. Now, if Mrs, Ma rgn ret Geddes is in that state, a 
widow whose husband has been dea<f for twelve years or so; who has a 
child now five years old; who seems to be in fact, and who is believed 
to be in her community, a woman of good character and chaste, would 
you not say from your experience in that neighborhood that she is the 
wife of somebodv now and was when this cluld was born ? 

Mr. Condon. Well. Mr. Tayler, I think she was, or else there had 
been the exhibition or another miracle. 

Mr, Tayleb. That is all. 

The Chairman. Have you any other questions to ask this witness, 
gentlemen ? c 

Mr. Van Corr. That is all we have to-day. 

The Chairman. Then the committee will stand adjourned until 
to-morrow morning at 10 o'clock. - 

The committee- (at 5 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) adjourned until 
Tuesday, January 17, 1905, at 10 o'clock a. m. 
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Washington, D. G, January 17, 1905. 
The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Present: Senators Burrows (chairman), McComas, and Overman; 
also Senator Smoot; also Robert W. Tayler, counsel for the pro- 
testants; and A. S, Worthington and Waldemar Van Cott, counsel 
for the respondent. 

The Chairman. Is Judge McCarty here, do you know? 

Mr. Worthington. He is. 

The Chairman. I should like to ask the judge a question for my 
own information. 

TESTIMOJTY OF W. M. M'CARTY— Recalled. 

W. M, McCartt, having previously been duly sworn, was exam- 
ined, and testified as follows: 

The Chairman. I understood you to say, and the committee would 
like to be advised of it more fully, that in making up a State ticket 
or a national ticket—any ticket — it was generally understood that 
the offices should be divided between the Mormons and the Gentiles? 

Mr. McCarty. There is no settled and established rule, but that 
has always been the case. It is a matter that has caused, or rather 
was the source of considerable comment and a side discussion among 
the politicians, that it would not do to place too many Mormons or 
too many Gentiles, but that there must be a sort of an equilibrium. 

The Chairman. I suppose — of course you know about it — that the 
Mormons would have the power to nominate the whole ticket? 

Mr. McCarty. Oh, they would have the absolute power to nomi- 
nate and elect every officer ih the State, except probably a few local 
officers in some of the mining camps, where the Gentiles are in the 
majority. But on the State ticket they could nominate every can- 
didate from the governor down. 

The Chairman. But they do not do it? 

Mr. McCarty. They do not do it. 

Ana* I will say, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the judiciary, while 
there is no understanding, yet they were practically turned* over to 
the non-Mormons, with the exceptioxi of some of the district judjsfes. 
The* supreme court has been composed entirely of Gentiles since 
statehood. 

The Chairman. I want to inquire, Judge, whether this tacit un- 
derstanding that the offices are to be divided between the Mormons 
and the Gentiles is the result of a conference between members of 
the church and Gentfles? 

Mr. McCarty. Oh, no. That is due entirely to the politicians. 
As I stated yesterday, there is too much prominence given to the 
church there. I believe that the leaders of the church have a dis- 
position to keep clear of those matters, but they are nagged, and 
politicians seek those conferences, interviews; in fact, while it did 
not come to the surface, I know that chairmen, especially in the 
Republican party, of which I am a member, have been selected; that 
is, that prominent Gentiles have insisted that certain men be elected 
chairmen, because in case they, desired they could get the ear of the 
people on the hill, as they are termed. 

Tne Chairman. Meaning whom ! 
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Mr. McCarty. The first presidency. 
The Chairman. That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. Sometimes the Representatives in Congress from 
Utah have all been Gentiles,' have they hot; none of them Mormons? 

Mr. Worthington. You mean Senators and Representatives? 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes. I call your attention to the fact that at one 
time Senator Rawlins and Senator Reams' were here together, both 
Gentiles. 

Mr. McCarty. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And George Sutherland was in the House of Repre- 
sentatives? 
Mr. McCarty, Yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. And he is a Gentile? 
Mr. McCarty. A Gentile. 

The Chairman. I want a fuller statement as to the division be- 
tween the Mormons and the Gentiles in Senatorial representation. 

Mr. McCarty. Yes. There is no express agreement or anything of 
that kind, but among the politicians and among the Gentiles and the 
Mormons generally — I am speaking of the masses now — there is an 
understanding that there will be one Gentile Senator and one Mor- 
mon Senator. 

The Chairman. That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all, Judge. 

The Chairman. Who is your next witness f 

Mr. Van Cott. R. W. Young. 

The Chairman. Mr. Young, take tfc e stand. 

TESTIMONY OF RICHARD W. YOTOG. 

Richard W. Young, being duly sworn, was examined, and testified 
as follows : 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your age? 

Mr. Young. Forty-six. 
' Mr. Van Cott. Where were you bom ? 
» Mr. Young. Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Van Cott. Has that been your residence during your lifetime ? 

Mr. Young. It has been my legal residence. I have bvien away con- 
siderably at times. 

Mr, Van Cott. Mr. Young, in your early life, did you attend West 
Point? 

Mr. Young. I did. 

Mr. Van Cott. And graduated there? 
Mr. Young. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And which was your department of service? 
Mr. Young. I was in the United States Artillery and also in the 
Judge- Advocate's department for a time. 
Mr. Van Cott. Did you serve in that department ? 
Mr* Young. Which department ? 
Mr. Van Cott. The Judge- Advocate's department? 
Mr. Young, Yes ; for a couple of years. 

Mr. Van Cott. Before that had you qualified yourself in any way 
for the position ? 

Mr. Young, Yes; I had graduated at the law school of Coluimbia 
College, in New York City. 
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» 

Mr. Van Cott. Were you in any special territory while you were 
judge-advocate, or Was it general f 

Mr. Young. No: I was the judge-advocate of the Department of 
the East, stationed at Governors Island, New York City. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you remain in the Army for any time? 

Mr. Young. I did for seven years after graduation; four years at 
the academy. 

Mr. Van Cott. Where were you stationed during that time? 
Mr. Young. At Governors Island and at Fort Douglas, in Utah. 
Mr. Van Cott. Then what did you do? 

Mr. Young. I resigned from the service for the purpose of prac- 
ticing law in Salt Lake City. 
Mr. Van Cott. And did you practice law? 
Mr. Young. I did; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. You were in that profession for a number of 
years? 

Mr. Young, I was, and am still 

Mr. Van Cott. From there did you go back into the Army? 
Mr. Young. I went into the volunteer service. 
Mr. Van Cott. When ? 
Mr. Young. In May of 1898. 

Mr. Van Cott. And did you do service outside of the United 
States? 

Mr. Young. I did. 

Mr. Van Cott. Where? 

Mr. Young. In the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long were you with the Army? 

Mr. Young. I was there until the organization with which I was 
connected was sent home to be mustered out; approximately one 
year ; and I returned for two years more to the islands. 

Mr. Van Cott. When were you mustered out ? 

Mr. Young. In July of 1899. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you still remain in the Philippines? 
Mr. Young. I did, 

Mr. Van Cott. And what did you do there? 

Mr. Young. I was a magistrate; subsequently the president of the 
criminal branch of the supreme court. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that the highest court in the Philippine 
Islands? 

Mr. Young. It is. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that an appointive Federal position? 
Mr. Young. It was a court that was established by General Otis 
as the military governor of the islands. 
Mr. Van Cott. And appointed how? 
Mr. Young. By General Otis. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long did you remain in the Philippine 
Islands? 

Mr. Young. Three vears altogether. 

Mr. Van Cott. And then you came back to Utah? 

Mr. Young. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. When did you return ? 

Mr. Young. 1901, in July. 

Mr. Van* Cott. And you have resided in Salt Lake City since! 
Mr. Young. I have. 



Mr. Van Gms And k what practice! 

Mr. Young, The practice of the l*w« 

Mr. Van Cott. Since that time. In politic* whet are you! 

Mr. Young. A Democrat 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you always been f 

Mr. Yotme. Always. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you a member of the Mormon Church! 
Mr. Young, I am. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you alwaya been f 
Mr. Youno. I have. 

Mr. Van Cott. Hare you ever been a polygamist! 
Mr, Young. I never have, 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you any relation to Brigham Young! 
Mr. Young. I am a grandson. 
Mr, Van Cott* And your father's name was what f 
Mr. Young. Joseph A, 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you hold any official position now in the Mor- 
mon 

Mr. Young, I do. 
Mr. VakCott. What! 

Mr. Young, I am president of one of the four stakes into which the 
city of Salt Lake is divided. 

Mr. Van Cott. Formerly the Salt Lake Stake of Zion took in the 
whole of Salt Lake County ! 

Mr, Young. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And Salt Lake City has been divided into four 
stakes! < 

Mr, Young. Yes, air j and the county has been divided into two ad- 
ditional rtakes. 

Mr. Van Cott. Making six for the county ! 

Mr. Young. Yes, sir] six for the county. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention first to the city, when was Salt 
Lake City divided into these stakes? 

Mr, Young. In the early part of last year. 

Mr. Van Cott, Are you appointed by the firs* presidency! 

Mr. Young, I was. 
. Mr. Van Cott. Who is president of one of the other stakes in the 
ftttv! 

Mr. Young. Nephi L. Morris is president of Salt Lake Stake. 
Mr. Van Cott, Is he a monogamist or a polygamistf 
Mr. Young. He is a bachelor. 
Mr. Van Cott. A bachelor? 
Mr. Young. Yes. s 
Mr. Van Cott. Who is president of one of the other stakes! 
Mr. Young. A man by the name of McLachlan. 
Mr, Van Cott, Is he a polygamist or reputed to be one, or a monog- 
amist! 

Mr. Young. I have no information on that subject. 

Mr. Van Cott, Who is one of the others ! - > • 

Mr. Young. Hugjh L. Cannon is president of the fourth stake. 

Mir. Van Cott. Is he a monogamist or a polygamist? 

Mr. Young. I understand he is a monogamist. 

Mr. Vak Gdtt, And in the county, when were the stakes created ! 

Mr. Young, Several years ago; three or four years ago, 
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Mr. V r AK Corr. Who if president of on« of theraf 
Mr. Young. Frank Y, Taylor. 
Mr. Van Con. I» he a monogamist or a polygamist? 
Mr, Youno. I have no information on the subject; I believe him to 
be a monogamist* 
Mr. Yak Coot. And who is president of the other stake? 
Mr. Young. A man by the name of Got. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is the repute as to whether he is a polygamiat 
or a monogamist! 

Mr. Youao. I have no information on the subject; or belief. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling attention, now, to the polygamy question, 
hare you, in your residence in Salt Lake City, travdedover the State 
considerably I 

Mr. Youno. Yes, sir ; considerably. 

Mr. Van Cott. In politics or otherwise? 

Mr. Young. Politics and otherwise. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you been in most of the settlements in Utah f 
Mr. Youno. Yes; one time or another in my life. 
Mr. Van Cott. What is the sentiment of the Mormon people re- 
garding the entering into polygamy since the manifesto? 
Mr. Young. It is decidedly hostile* 

Mr. Van Cott. What would you say as to whether the mere issu- 
ance of the manifesto created a sentiment against polygamy, or 
whether the manifesto was the mere expression of a sentiment already 
existing in Utah? 

Mr. Youno. I should say that it was the result both of a sentiment 
and the creation of a sentiment— an additional sentiment 

Mr. Van Cott. What are your own views as to whether it is right 
to practice polygamy, since the manifesto? . 

Mr. Youno. I believe it is not right. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether there is any teaching or 
promulgation of polygamy^ or whether it is discountenanced in the 
councils and quorums of the Mormon Church ? 

Mr. Youno. There has been, so far as my knowledge extends, and I 
have had, I suppose, good opportunities or observation, absolutely no 
teaching of the principle of polygamy since the manifesto. 

I will state by way of explanation that the subject, of course, is 
referred to necessarily by reason of the large part that it has plaved 
in our history, and also owing to the fact that most of the non-Mor- 
mon world regard Mormon ism and polygamy as being about the 
same thing; there is a necessity, a constant necessity, or answering 
some questions and referring to the subject in one way or another. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know of its being discouraged or not in 
the quorums and councils of the Mormon Church ? 

Mr. Young. Certainly, There has been no other view of the sub- 
ject taken than that of discouragement. 

Mr. Van Cott. Since the manifesto? 

Mr. Young. Yes, sir : since the manifesto. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling your attention, now, to what has often 
been referred to here as the Charles E. Merrill case, where a man 
has a plurality of wives and his legal wife dies, and thereupon he 
does not marry one of his plural wives, but marries an entirely differ- 
ent woman, I should like to know the sentiment of the Mormon peo- 
ple on that proposition — and your sentiment 
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Mr. Young. I quite ajjreo with the opinion that was expressed Here 
yesterday by Judge Smith, that the Mormon sentiment is that the 
marriage ought to be with Hie plural wife; the one who had been the 
plural wile. 

Mr. Vak Gorr. Calling your attention, now. to polities, there has 
been mentioned this matter of whisperings. I wish you would ex- 
plain your views about it, and who it is that does that, and whether 
or not it is resented by members of the Mormon Church If 

Mr. Ydirao. We have heard whisperings in various political cam - 

faigns— that which seems to be denominated whisperings here. But 
know of no instance where whisperings have been traced back to the 
authorities of the church, either generally or in the stake. What 
little experience I have had on that subject has been that those whis- 
perings nave originated with underlings in the church organization 
having political axes to grind. ; 

Mr. Van Cott. And when Undertake to run down to earth 
any of those underlings who claim that the church desires people to 
vote in a certain way, have vou ever been able to find an instance 
where they would admit finally, when brought face to face with the 
charge, that they were so authorized ? 

Mr. TbutfO. I do not recall, Mr. Van Cott, any instance in which 
I have ever run one of them down. 
Mr. Vax Gorr. Or of anyone else t 

Mr. Young. I can only speak of the general understanding. My 
belief has been that the authorities of the church have been sincere 
in their declarations to the effect that they desired to exert no influ- 
ence over the political , actions of church members. 

I might, perhaps, in this connection, refer to my own experiences 
in that regard. 

Mr. Van Cprr. Yes, 

Mr; Youno. Ho person has ever suggested or indicated what my 
politics Should be. No person has ever suggested or indicated how I 
should vote. No person has ever endeavored to interfere in any way 
with my running for any office. 

And, answering a question which you asked, the second or third 
question before this, the people do resent any attempt at interference 
with their political liberty. ^ . 

Mr. Wokthinoton. The Mormon people I •:/''* 

Mr. .Youko. # The Mormon people; and that for many reasons, one 
of which is this : The authorities oi the church have declared time 
and again, they declared when this movement was first inaugurated, 
in the Salt Lake Times ; President Woodruff declared later in an 
official document, which was published at the head of the editorial 
columns of the News, and repeatedly on other occasions, that they 
had no desire in any way to control the politics of the members of 
the church ; and I think the Mdrniion people have accepted that in 
absolute good faith. I know that, j^rsonalhr. when I have heard 
the whisperings which have been referred to, I have taken very great 
pleasure in reading before political meetings these official declara- 
tions of die officers- of the church as an answer, an authoritative 
ariswety^ eiiy^ 

Mr. Van (3ott. Do Vou know what the politics is in Washington 
County. Utih? 

Mr. Young. Washington County, Utah! 



BMCD SHOOT, 955 

Mr. Van Cott. Ye§; whether Democratic or Republican! 
Mr. Young. That is the stronghold of the Democratic party in the 
State of Utah. 

Mr. Van Cott. About what per cent of the voters there would you 
say are Mormons f ..■ . 

Mr. Young. I could only speak from general impression. I should 
think 95 per cent of the voters there areT^formons. 

Mr. Vak Cott. Was Senator Smoot, when he was a candidate, 
able to carry that county for the Republican ticket? 

Mr. Young. I think the legislative ticket was quite badly defeated 
in that county. 

Mr. Van Cott. Has the Republican party ever been able to carry 
that county? 

Mr. Young. Never. . ■ ;■ , 

Mr. Van Cott. I should like a little more fully on receord here 
the intensity of the feeling of the Mormon people in regard to carry- 
ing out this manifesto and in abstaining from polygamy, and their 
feelings in regard to rumors and charges; as to how they feel against 
certain members of the Mormon Church who are reputed to have 

don* tliat Bttd^jfct # - : !-"-v • , . n . . 

Mr. Young. 1 may state that as I understand the figures— -and in 
looking over the proceedings of this committee I saw estimates made, 
I believe, by Senator Dubois, which are presumed to be substantially 
correct, giving at least a large enough percentage of polygamists--I 
understand that not more than 20 to 25 per cent of the marriageable 
Mormons ever did go into polygamy, even in the days when polygamy 
was preached, and you may say enforced, so far as advice and counsel 
could enforce it upon the people, which I take it, if I may be 
allowed to offer the suggestion, was an indication that the people, the 
majority of the people* were never truly converted to the pnnicple 



of polygamy, or at least to the living of it ■. 

When the manifesto was issued, it was, of course, after a period 
of some seven or eight years of stress in our local affairs. Many 
people had been punished, fined, and had gone to the penitentiary, 
and many others were in hiding, and there was a great deal of dis* 



and many otners were in nicung, ana mere w»» » ^oow v * vic- 
tress by reason of that fact; and naturally that sort of thing would 
tire the people of any attempt to live the principle of polygamy. 

I believe that the Mormon people have accepted the manifesto as 
an inspiration. I think they were thoroughly in harmony with the 
presidency who announced it. I think their sentiment, as you 
have previously suggested, was in favor of doing away with polyg- 
before it was announced— the sentiment of the overwhelming 



majority of the people. I think the majority of the people, regard- 
ing it as an inspiration, believe for that reason in observing it. I 
believe that practically all the people hold they are under obliga- 
tions—obligations with the Gentile population of the State, and with 
the country, with the nation— to observe that manifesto in its spirit. 

I may say that personally—and I fancy I have had some rather 
good opportunities of information— I never suspected, until within 
a vear or so, that there had been any violation of the manifesto with 
reference to nevr -narriages. The idea had not crossed my mind. 1 
would have sworn, at least to my belief, that polygamous marriages 
had absolutely terminated, until the proceedings before the grand 
Jury that were referred to yesterday were had, except in the one case, 



I will state, of Apostle Abraham Cannon concerning whom there 
were some rumors. As to the facts I knew nothing. I had no real 
impression upon that subject 

f believe I may state that the jpeople+4he great majority, prac- 
tically all of the people— believe in the doing away of plural mar- 
riages, and that is not confined to the young Jformons. It includes 
the middle-aged and it includes those even who are polygamists. I 
have talked with polygamists — bid-time polygamists— on this subject 

Mr. Wokthington. You mean it is not confined to any one of those 
classes! 

Mr. Young. It is not confined to any one class. It is general 
throughout the church. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Young, you must have heard more or less dis- 
cussion about the repute of Abraham H. Cannon marrying Lillian 
Hamlin? 

Mr. Young, I have. 

Mr. Van Cott. Speaking of the discussion among Mormons, was 
it one of approval, or condemnation! 

Mr. YffcfNO. One of condemnation. .... # . . t 

Mr. Van Cott. So far as the abstract principle of polygamy is 
concerned— I refer merely to the belief and nothing else — I suppose, 
as a general rule, Mormons believe in the abstract principle? 

Mr. Young. Unouestionably 5 yes, sir. . . 

Mr. Viar Cott. But so far as the practice is concerned and so far 
as concerns conforming to the law, the sentiment and the belief are as 
you have expressed them to be? 

Mr* Young. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. Wokthington. Let me ask you a question or two. Have you 
been a candidate for office ? 
Mr. Young. I have* 
Mr. Wokthington. For what office? 
Mr. Young. Since statehood? 

Mr. WOBTHINGTON. Yes. 

Mr. Young. I have twice been on the Demo cxntic ticket for the 
supreme court of the State. ' , , » 

Mr. WOBTHINGTON. Who was your opponent when you last ran? 
You were one of three? - - 

Mr. Young. At the first State election I was one of three. 

Mr. WoarinNGTON. And at the last election? . 

Mr. Young. I was the only candidate on the ticket for that office. 

Mr. WoRTHiNGTON. In both cases Gentiles were elected ? , 

Mr. Young. Yes, sir; in both cases. At the first State election 
there were two Mormons upon the Democratic ticket— Judge Thur- 
man, of Provo, and myself. Our opponents were Judge Miner, who 
was here yesterdav, and Judge Zane, and Judge Bartch, all three of 
whom were non-Mormons. v t 

Mr. Wobthington. It follows, perhaps, from what you have said, 
but I should like to ask you what your observation is, how closely the 
Mormons adhere to party Hues, as Democrats and Republicans, as 
compared with non-Mormons? 

Mr. Yoong. I agree with the sentiment expressed by several of the 
witnesses yesterday, that t believe the Mormons are less independent 
in their voting than the non-Mormons of the State. 

I believe that that is true largely because of their desire to avoid the 
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suspicion of being influenced by the church. I may sa y that that hat 
been my own frame of mind many times when I have gone to the 
polls. I have voted for men on my ticket with whom I was not 
acquainted, who, perhaps, had been but a short time in the country, 
for whom I felt I would not have voted — whom I would have 
scratched, perhaps, in favor of some old-time friend of mine who was 
upon the opposition ticket, if I had not been controlled by the motive 
I mentioned; and I believe that extends very largely among the Mor- 
mon people. 

Mr. Worthington. You made a remark awhile ago that is clear 
enough; but it might not be to those not familiar with your politics. 
You said Mr. Smoot did not carry Washington County when he was 
a candidate. Will you explain what you mean by the term " when 
he was a candidate ? " 

Mr. Young. Two years ago last fall it was understood that Senator 
Smoot would be a candidate before the legislature for election to the 
Senate, and the issue, as has been described here, very largely turned 
upon Mr. Smoot's candidacy. 

During that time — * — 

Mr. T\' orthtngton. The issue in Washington County, which is al- 
most wholly Mormon, was well understood to be, on the legislative 
ticket, that if the Republican candidates were elected they would vote 
for Smoot for Senator? 

Mr. Young. Yes, it was. 

Mr. Worthington. And if the others were elected they would not 
vote for him? 
Mr. Young. Certainly. 

Mr. Worthington. And the others were elected? 
Mr, Young. The others were elected. 

Mr. Worthington. He being a Mormon and an apostle, and that 
being known? 
Mr, Young. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. What have you observed as to whether the 
number of polygamous families has increased or decreased in Utah 
in the last fourteen years, since tfce manifesto? 

Mr. Young. Speaking from general impression — I have no figures 
upon the subject — the decrease has been very rapid 

Mr. Worthington. That is all. 

The Chairman. Mr. Tayler, have you any questions? 

Mr. Tayler. How long nave you been president of the stake? 

Mr. Young. Since April of last year. 

Mr. Tayler. Are you well acquainted with the other stake presi- 
dents in Salt Lake and in Salt Lake County ? 

Mr. Young. Reasonably well acquainted. I have no intimate 
relations with them. 

Mr. Tayler. What do you say about Hyrum Goff? He is presi- 
dent of Jordan stake ? 

Mr. Young. I say I know nothing about his status. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you know anything about his reputed status? 

Mr. Young. I know nothing about that, even. 

Mr. Tayler. You never heard he was a polygamist? 

Mr. Young. No : I am very slightly acquainted with him and with 
his reputation in that regard. 

Mr. Tayler. But of course you understand that ydu may not know 
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him at aU, as of course I do iiot, and yet have some knowledge ol his 

'^r, Young, I have absolutely not% Mr. Tayler. 

Mr. Tayusr. As to William MeLachlan, who is president of 
JPioneer stake ? 

Mr. Yom I know Mr. MeLachlan. but I do not know what his 
repute is. If I have any suspicion on the subject at all, it would be 
that he is a polygamist. But it is very indefinite, in my mind. 

Mr. Tayler. lonly ask for your knowledge, either of the fact of 
his life or status or the fact of his repute. You have no knowledge 
as to either? 

Mr. Young. No knowledge as to either. # 
Mr. Tayler. Are there polygamists in the organization of your 
•take? 

Mr. Young. My two counselors are both monogamists. The next 
officials in authority in that stake Would be the lugh council, com- 
posed of 12 members and 6 alternates. I should have to think them 
over one by one— , . ^ • • . • 

Mr. Tayler. As to the bishops, for instance, take them in the order 
in which they appear in this little book published by the Deseret 
News, with which you are doubtless familiar? 

Mr. Young. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. Tayler. Robert Morris; is he a polygamist? 

Mr. Young. Well, I believe so. I have no- — 

Mr* Tayler. Thomas Williams ? ... 

Mr. Young. He is a monogamist, I understand. 

Mr. Tayubr. Nelson Empey ? 

Mr. Young. He' is now dead. He died several months ago. His 
successor is a monogamist. t 

Mr. Tayubr, Orson F. Whitney ? , , . 

Mr. Young. He was a polygamist some years ago, but he is now a 
monogamist. One of his wives died. -V , , , 

Mr. Van Gott. Did Mr. Whitney marry his plural wife when his 
legal wife died? 

Mr. Youno. That is my belief. , 

Mr. Tayler* George Romney? 

Mr. Young. George Romney is a polygamist 

Mr. Tayx.ee. Marcellus Wooley? t . 

Mr. Young. I feel quite certain he is a monogamist. I have never 
heard anything to the contrary 

Mr. Tayler. James Maxwell? 

Mr. Young. The same with reference to him. 

Mr. Tayler., That completes the list of your bishops! 

Mr. Young. Yes; there are seven wards in that stake. 

Mr. Tayubr. You were of those who felt that the manifesto was in- 
spired? 

Mr. Young. That was my belief ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That is the belief of the church generally; I mean 
the .church membership? 

Mr. Young. It is. . , ^ , A , 

Mr. Tayler, Did you understand that it was necessary that the 
church should meet in c^ference fed vote that it was an inspiration 
before it wouldjbe accepted as such 1 

Mr. Young. I understand that to be the rule. 
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Mr. Tayler. What was the effect of the rule— to accept the inspira- 
tion or to admit that it was an inspiration or revelation ? 

Mr. Young. I think probably you might say that it was both. 

Mr. Tatleb. So that whatever God revealed as His will and wish 
upon His people was not to be obeyed by them unless they consented 
to it! 

Mr. Young. With reference to that point, my belief would be this: 
Whether the people accepted such a rule or not would not alter the 
fact as to whether it was inspired or revealed or not. It is a mere 
question whether the person voting for it desires to live in conformity 
with it or not. 

Mr. Tayij&r. Of course, there is not in the mind of any orthodox 
Mormon, I suppose— and I seek only knowledge now — the slightest 
doubt about the Divine origin and propriety of the revelation con- 
cerning Dolygamv ? 

Mr* Young. Well, Mr. Tayler, there are all sorts of Mormons, 
as there are all sorts of people belonging to 8 various organizations, 
and I believe that there are people ana always have been people 
in the Mormon Church who have not accepted that revelation. 

Butj answering your question, I should say that the overwhelming 
majority of the members of the Mormon Church have always ac- , 
cepted, and do now accept, what is known as the revelation on celes- 
tial marriage as a revelation, and therefore, of course, the statement 
of a principle which is theoretically correct, true. 

Mr. Tayler. And the manifesto was a revelation, necessarily, of 
equal validity ? 

Mr. Young. Yes; I so understood. 

Mr. Tayler. Of course it must have been if it was effective to bring 
about a suspension of the practice which originated in the first revela- 
tion. Now, such being your state of mind, and the state of mind of 
the Mormon people respecting the entering into' polygamous mar- 
riage, were you surprised to learn that the charge was made that 
Apostle Abraham Cannon had taken a plural wife F 

Mr. Young. Very much so. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you ever learn of any inquiry being made or 
investigation pursued with a view of finding out if that was the 
truth ? 

Mr. Young. Never. 

Mr. Tayler. "Would you not, Colonel, have thought that a just 
regard for the convictions of the Mormon people as well as the belief 
and confidence of the rest of the country demanded that it be run to 
the cround? 

Mr. roUNG. It would seem so to me; yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Did it surprise you to learn, in view of this state of 
mind in the membership of the church, that Joseph F. Smith, not 
then president of the church, but one of the counselors and an apos- 
tle, should learn, while traveling with Abraham Cannon, that he nad 
a new wife, or that he was traveling with a young woman under such 
circumstances as must have carried the conviction that -she was his 
new wife, and that Mr. Smith made no objection or inquiry even 
then or ever f 

Mr. Young. I do not know, Mr. Tayler, whether he ever did make 
any objection or inquiry. 
Mr. Tayler. He says he did not. ' 



Mr. Youif a. Bat, ftsmjimng that he did not, T do not know that I 
would quite like to set myself up m * Judge us to why Mr. Smith did 

Mr. Tatubl I did not mean to put you in the attitude of criticis- 
ing an individual; I was rather Inquiring as to a state of things 
existing. But I do not care to pursue that particular question fur- 
ther. 

In view of the persistent charge made and proof of a certain kind 
that another apostle of the church has taken two plural wives since 
the manifesto, do you not think that those who are in authority in 
the church, and for that reason most interested in the attitude in 
which it appears before the people, should procure the attendance of 
such a man as a witness here when called for? 

Mr. YotTNO. Well, I do not Jcnow that they could procure the 
attendance. r 

Mr. Tayler. You do not know that they could? [A pause.] Did 
you ever hear of the plural marriage of Benjamin Cluff, jr., while 
president of the Brigham Young University } V. 

Mr. Yotmo. I never heard it until I read the proceedings before 
this committee. •te-Ux- XXX, xX/Xx-;*.\ ; • 

Mr. Tayuer. Had you ever heard the charge that Apostle Taylor 
had taken plural wives since the manifesto? 
Mr. Yotoo. Never until I read it in these proceedings. 
Mr. Tattjib. Had you ever heard that Apostle Cowley had taken 
a plural wife since the manifesto ? 
Mr. Young. No; I had not I do not— 
Mr. Tatlmu Had you heard that Apostle Teasdale was charged 
with having taken a plural wife since the manifesto ? 

Mr. Yotmo. I saw some discussion of that a year or two ago some- 
where ; I do not remember just where it was. 
Mr. Taylrr. Before this hearing commenced? 
Mr. Young, No; I believe not ; probably it was subsequent to the 
hearing. x"; ;^' i;: v ; ;/^:^'^ : ^iV^ X ; ; m^X.- 

Mr. Taylrr. Tha$ came up last March here. Did you ever hear 
the charge, before this hearing, that Apostle Brigham Young, jr., had 
performed a plural marriage ceremony since the manifesto 1 
Mr. YotJNG. Never. 

Mr. Taylrr. So that in respect to the subject of new plural mar- 
riages, you had no knowledge, and very slight information in the way 
of rumor? ' -xx- < 

Mr. Young, Hie only <»se, as I have explained, Mr. Tayler> that 
I had hoard a rumor about, was that of Abraham Cannon, prior to 
the investigation by the grand jury in Salt Lake County last year. 

Mr, Young. Well,! think it was last year. The proceedings were 
introduced here. 
Mr, Taylrr* Those that were referred tot 
JfeYo^ 

Mr. Tayirr. That was in IOCS. 

Mr. Taylrr, Then it was that you heard the charge made that Tan- 
wer had taken a plural wife? 
Mr. Young, Yet) sir $ H. S. Tanner. That was discussed in the 

! papers. '" .- 
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Mr Tayijbl And that Silver had taken a plural wife? 

Mr. Young. I think not at that time. I have since, however, 
heard that rumor. 

Mr. Taylmr. Had you ever heard it charged that Brigham Young, 
jr., an apostle, had himself taken a plural wife! 

Mr. Young. Never. 

Mr. Tayubr. Since 18001 

Mr. Young. Never. 

Mr. Tayler. You have been here for several days listening to the 
testimony ? 
Mr. Young. Just yesterday. 

Mr. Taylor. Were you here when any of the witnesses testified 
respecting the obligation in the endowment ceremonies? 

Mr. Youko. That was inquired into yesterday. 

Mr. Tayler. And th*> declination or refusal of the witnesses to 
state what was contained in the ceremony or in any part of it! 

Mr. Young. Yes, sir ; I heard that 

Mr. Tayler. That is fairly representative, I suppose, of the posture 
that all good Mormons take respecting the disclosure of what oc- 
curred in the case of that ceremony ? 

Mr. Young. I think so, inevitably, from the obligation they feel 
themselves to be under. 

Mr. Tayler. Let me ask you if this is representative of the senti- 
ment of any considerable number of the Mormon people? It Wis 
stated that at a meeting of the Young Men's or the Young Women's 
Mutual Improvement Society, I think it is ceiled, or as one of the 
societies of the church is called* I believe- — > 

Mr. Young. There are two societies. There is the Young Men's 
Mutual Improvement Association and the Young Ladies' Mutual 
Improvement Association. 

Mr. Tayler. That is the organization of which President Smith 
testified he is the head ? 

Mr. Young. Of the Young Men's Association. 

Mr. Tayler. It has been stated — and I want to know if this is pos- 
sible or if it is what would be in the minds of many good Mormons — 
that Sunday night last, before a large number of members of the 
Young Men's Mutual Improvement Association — and Young 
Women's—at Eureka— -where is Eureka ? 

Mr. Young. It is about 90 miles southwest of Salt Lake City, in 
Juab County. 

Mr. Tayler. Bishop Daniel Connelly — do you know him? 
Mr. Young. I do not 

Mr. Tayler. Denounced at much length persons who had betrayed 
temple and endowment oaths at Washington. That would not be an 
unnatural frame of mind, I suppose, for any good Mormon to be in 
to whom information had come, whether true or not, that temple and 
endowment oaths had been given out? 

Mr. Young. I presume that would be a natural frame of mind, par- 
ticularly if the persons who made the disclosure were adherents of 
the church. It would depend very largely upon that, 

Mr. Tayler. And that he continued then and said : 

"They are traitors, and I shall treat them as traitors. I have 
known men to be shot for betraying oaths. I advise you to not be- 

S. Doc. 486, 69-1, vol 2— 61 

. ■ • ■ ■ * 
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tray your oaths, but to be true to them and not fall Into the error of 
the traitors." 

Ton do not think that fairly represents the state of mind of Mor- 

m ^^^Si^^^re > are several divisions of the subject, Mr. Tayler. 

I would agree with his advice that people should not be traitors. 
The proposition that he has known traitors to be shot— if he made 
any such statemenfc^rtiinly any reference to the 

affairs of the Mormon <^t«ron. He never has heard, I undertake to 
say, of traitors to the Mormon Church being shot. 

Mr. Tayleb. I would not dispute that at all, but I am speaking 
now wholly of tibe state of mind in which you would find- 
Mr. Yoxmo. I think; unquestionably, Mr. Tayler, speaking gener- 
ally, that would indicate the frame of mind of the Mormon people 
toward people who would betray those oaths; that having betrayed 
them they were traitors to that extent, if you may use that expression. 

Mr. Tayleb. And that when taken to task for the violence of his 
language he replied that he was indignant at the witnesses; did not 
know that a reporter was present or he would have been more careful ; 
but said the United States shoots men for breaking their vows, but 
that to break the covenants with God, as witnesses had done, is much 
more sacred than to violate oaths to the Government Is that a just 
expression of the state of mind of the Mormon people respecting that 
kind of a disclosure? 

Mr. Yotmo. I scarcely think sov My own view is that an oath is 
an oath. An oath is always nmde to the Almighty, and the obliga- 
tion of it rests upon a person, wherever it may be made, with equal 
force. ■ ./'-^ 

Mr. Tayubb. Do you not think that that is rather an intellectual 
view that you take of it, Colonel, than otherwise? I mean do you 
not arrive, with your educated intelligence, at that conclusion by an 
irMlectual process— that an oath is an oath, but that each is equally 
entitled to your obedience ? ' 

Mr. Youko. I think not 

Mr. Tatoou Let me go on, so that you may answer it 
Mr. Youko. Yes. ; 
Mr. Tatlbr. And that that would not be true of the majority of the 
people of the Mormon Church, as of any other set of people any- 
here ? ' ■■, . \ 

Mr. Yotwa. No; I do not think that it requires an educated intelli- 
gence nor any unusual understanding at all to conclude that the 
obligation of an oath is equal wherever the oath may be taken. 
That would be my judgment, and I believe that the Mormon com- 
munity would take tnat view. v m . 

Mr. Taylbb. Then yon think, for instance, that Mormons^—and I 
do not use the word * Mormons " as different from any other kind 
of people, except as f must use them, for they are the only people re- 
ferred to *ho take these ceremonial obligations— would be just as 
careful and particular in ol^^ any sort of a 

piweediiig, a trivial case in a justice's court, and that they i would feel 
under the sanie oMifc^ certainly obey # that obliga- 

tion, taken as a witness in a justice's court, as the obligation they take 
in the Endowment HouBef 
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Mr. Young. I am under the impression they would* Of course 
this is mere speculation. 
Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Young. But my belief would be that a person who would vio- 
late his oath before a justice of the peace would have little scruple in 
violating an oath he had taken anywhere else.; that the same frame of 
mind which leads him to be a perjurer in one place would make him 
a perjurer in any place. 

Mr. Tayler* t)o you understand that in matters pertaining to the 
church, Colonel, the church has recognized some latitude as respects 
the truth? * 

Mr. Young. I haye never understood so; no, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Have you ever understood that the test—and I am 
speaking of what concerns the church as a church— of truth or of 
falsehood is that it is the telling of an untruth to one who is entitled 
to have the truth, and the question as to who is entitled to have the 
truth is answered by the person who is stating the fact? Have you 
ever felt or known that that was a rule or policy of the church? 

Mr. Young. Never; and I have.no hesitation in denouncing it 
It has never come to my knowledge. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you recall in the history of the church the denial 
of Joseph Smith and Hyrum Smith respecting the belief in or prac- 
. tice of polygamy? 

Mr. Young. I believe my attention was called to it a good many 
years ago; yes. 

Mr. Tayler. How do you explain that in harmonv with your de- 
nunciation of what I have suggested as the possible policy of the 
church in respect to such things? 

Mr. Young. We are discussing oaths, Mr. Tayler. Were those 
gentlemen under oath? 

Mr. Tayler. No. 

Mr. Young. That puts, of course, a very different phase upon it 
That is, I suppose it would. 
Mr. Tayler. Undoubtedly it would. 

Mr. Young. I think a truly honorable man ought to observe his 
word, whether he is under oath or not. But it is not the case you 
have been supposing. 

Mr. Tayler. I want your answer to be directed to the fact that this 
statement, whatever it was and whatever truth there was in it, was 
not a statement under oath. 

Mr. Young. I think I had concluded my answer. 

Mr. Tayler. Will you please read the answer? 

The reporter read as follows: 

" Mr. Young. We are discussing oaths, Mr. Tayler. Were those 
gentlemen under oath ? 
"Mr. Tayler. No. 

" Mr. Young. That puts, of course, a very different phase upon it; 
that is, I suppose it would. 
"Mr. Tayler. Undoubtedly it would. 

" Mr. Young. I think a truly honorable man ought to observe his 
word whether he is tinder oath or not But it is not the case you have 
been supposing.'' 

Mr. Tayler. You recall, of course, that the revelation respecting 
celestial marriage was reduced to writing in 1843 by J oseph Smith f 
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Mr. Youho. That is my understanding. 

Mr. Taylxx. As a matter of fact— I believe it is not a matter of dis- 
pute, and if it is I want to be corrected — this revelation had been re- 
ceived prior to that time; I do not know exactly when, but a year or 
two or three or four years? 

Mr. Yotoo. I believe so. 

Mr. Taylxb. And that to a very slight extend in consequence of 
that revelation, polygamy had been practiced for a short time! 

Mr. Yotmo. Yes, sir; that is the belief of the church, I understand. 
Thai is my understanding, but I do not know just when it was alleged 
that the revelation was first received. I think 1848 is the date usually 
given. 

In answering your question I had in mind that the church prac- 
ticed polygamy prior to the expulsion from Kauvoo and prior to the 
death of Joseph Smith, which occurred in June of 1844. 

Mr. Taylxb. There is no doubt about that 

Mr. Youno. But how long before, I have no information. 

Mr. Tattle*. Now, in Times and Seasons— and I think there is no 
dispute historically about the fact that Joseph and Hyrum did issue 
this proclamation in 1844—1 find this; 

j ^MTOTICW. 

"As we have lately been credibly informed that an elder of the 
Church of Jesus Christ - 

Mr. Wobthiwgton. What are you reading from f 

Mr. Taylxb. I am really reading from the record. It is in the 
record. v 

Mr. Wobthinoton. What was it read into the record from? 
There must be some starting point. 

Mr. Taylxb. It has been published in a thousand places. I am 
now reading from a little book called "The Truth Defended." 

Mr. Wobthinoton. It has been published in a thousand places 
that Senator Smoot is a jpolygamist, and it is not true. 

Mr. Tatxjsb* Well, this is true. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. That settles it, I suppose. 
>Mr. Taylxb (reading) : 

** NOTICK. 

"As we have lately been credibly informed - 
I am going to put in some more testimony that will convince even 
you. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. Very well. 

"notice. 

: Mr. Taylxb (reading) ; 

"As we have lately been credibly informed that an elder of the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, by the name of Hyram 
Brown, has been preaching polygamy and other false and corrupt 
doctrines in the county of Lapeer, State of Michigan : 

" This is to notify him and the church in general that he has been 
cut off from the church for his iniquity; and he is further notified 
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to Appear at the special conference, on the 6th of April next, to make 
answer to these charges. 

a Josara Smith, 
u Htrum Smith, 
"President* of said Chunk** 

Published in Times and Seasons, volume 5, page 428. 
You hare heard, have yen not of such a notice having been issued 
by the presidents of the church! 
Mr. yotjho. Yes. I have. 

Mr. Tatlesl. And Times and Seasons is a well-known little period* 
ical which was published by the church in the early days t 
Mri Ybtrwo. In Nauvoa 

Mr. Tayler. At Nauvoo; exactly. Now, what do you understand 
was the theory upon which these men, whom you and: all good Mor- 
mons believe were good men, published this notice after the celestial 
marriage revelation had been received and reduced to writing and 
after polygamy had commended to be practiced by Joseph Smith 
himself and some others 

Mr. Yornro. What is the date of that publication, Mr. Taylerf 

Mr, Tatubb. In 1844 v . 

Mr. Youno. I might, possibly in a quibbling way, explain that 
notice in this way, that polygamy wis not to oe preached by the 
church at that time—that is quite generally conceded — and that any 
person who preached' polygamy was subject to the discipline of the 
church. The language there used is that he had preached polygamy 
and other-r* — 

Mr. Tatubb. m False and corrupt" 

Mr. Youko. " False and corrupt doctrines." 

Mr. Tatler. Yee. 

Mr. Young. I do hot know that it is necessary, in the construction 
of that language, that the adjectives " false " and " corrupt " should 
apply to polygamy. He had preached polygamy, and he had 
preached other doctrines that were false and corrupt. But assuming 
that the language means what Infancy you have in mind, I could not 
and would not in my own feelings feel to excuse that denial; rather, 
I would have no sufficient explanation of it 

It does not necessarily follow, Mr. Tayler, because you or I may 
admire a man, believe him to be generally a righteous man, that we 
believe he never does a thing which is wrong. And I may, so far as 
I am concerned, accept Joseph Smith and his life work, without nec- 
essarily accepting any foibles of which he might have been guilty. 

Mr. Tayleb. Now, on the 15th of March, 1844, from Nauvoo, this 
was published in the Times and Seasons: 

" Nauvoo, March 16, 18U* \ 
"To the brethren of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day 
Saints, living on China Creek, in Hancock County, greeting: 
Whereas brother Richard Hewitt has called on me to-aay to know 
my views concerning some doctrines that are preached in your place, 
and states to me that some of your elders say that a man having a 
certain priesthood may have as many wives as he pluses, and that 
doctrine is taught here. I say urfto you that that man teaches false 
doctrine, for there is no such doctrine taught here; neither is there 
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tar such thing practiced here. Anwi any man that is found teaching 
privately or publicly any such doctrine is culpable, and will stand a 
chance to be Brought before the high council, and lose his license and 
membership also; therefore, he had better beware what he is about 

"Htbum Smith, 

("Times and Seasons, vol 5, p. 

Do you understand that that was the proclamation of a truth* or of 
an untruth! i 

Mr. Young. I have never understood that the Mormon Church 
permitted any man to take all the wives he wanted. That never 
has been the doctrine of the Mormon Church* It was a matter that 
in the church was always regulated by the surrounding circum- 
stances of the case. 

Mr. Tatubr. Your interpretation of this would be that it is a 
mere denial of a doctrine that a man may have all the wives he wants? 

Mr* Yotmo. My explanation of both of those notices would be this, 
that possibly the effect of each of them would be that they would be 
construed in the public mind to be a denial of the existence of 
polygamy. Technically, I think, they may escape that construction. 
But X think some justification for those announcements might be 
found in the exigency of the times and the circumstances. 

Mr. Tatlbr. The Deseret News, of course you know, is owned by 
the church, and it has always been the organ of the church, not that 
its statements are controlling upon anybody, but it has been the 
voice and mouthpiece of the church, as much as a newspaper can be ? 

Mr. Youxo. 1 have understood that the Deseret News is the 
church organ in this sense: If the church has any authoritative 
announcement to make; it will be made through the columns of the 
: News, -v 

Mr. Taylor. Charles W. Penrose has for many years been the 
editor of it? 
Mr. Youhg. Yes^ 

Mr. Tatijbr. He was in 1886, at the time this particular issue was 
made, and he is now, and he is also sen apostle now ? 
Mr. Young. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Tatuer. I find in the 'issue of May 20, 1886, an editorial 
entitled " Joseph Smith and celestial marriage." 
Mr. Wobthinoton. What is the dais ? 

Mr. Tatij^ May 1880. ^ I think 

it ought all to go in, but I call your attention to this part of it: 

" It has been frequently asserted by the enemies of the church 
that President John Taylor^ in France, publicly denied that the 
church entertained the doctrine of plural marriage. Investigation 
for the purpose of learning facts will show that he did no such thing. 
Directly he denied nothing; indirectly he disputed the assertion that 
polygamy and certain infamous doings were part of the creed of the 
church. In answer to the charges he simply read a section of the 
doctrine and wvenants relating to the subject of marriage^ 

Now, of ccnr^ thai niealis and 
Covenants, as that book existed prior to the introduction of the 
revdation on <3elesdd marriage, you would understand? 

Mr. Y6tnm. t have no understanding on the subject While I 
have an indefinite recollection Of this incident, it is very indefinite. 
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Mr. Tatler. This was in 1846, or thereabouts, I believe, that John 
Taylor is said to have denied it It was before the revelation was 
promulgated, and ; of course, I need not ask you the question whether 
the celestial marriage revelation was in the book. If it was prior to 
1852, of course it was not in the book, because it was not promulgated 
until 1852, 

Mr. Young, That I believe to be the fact ' That discussion, how- 
ever, I think, if it is important, occurred in 1850 or 1851. That is 
my recollection. 

Mr. Tayuer. I think you are right about it This editorial goes 
ontosay? ..-..^.^ 

44 Until the open enunciation of the doctrine of celestial marriage 
by the publication of the revelation on the subject in i852 ; no elder 
was authorized to announce it to the world. The Almighty has 
revealed things on many occasions which were for His servants and 
not for the world. Jesus enjoined His disciples on several occasions 
to keep to themselves principles that He made known to them. And 
His injunction, 4 cast not your pearls before swine, lest they trample 
them under their feet ana turn again and rend you,' has become as 
familiar as a common proverb, in the rise df the church the Lord 
had occasion to admonish His servants in regard to revelations that 
were afterwards permitted to be published." 

Then he quotes from the -Doctrine and Covenants : 

44 4 1 say unto you, hold your peace until I shall see fit to make all 
things known unto the world concerning this matter. 

44 "And now I say unto you, keep these things from going abroad 
into the world until it is expedient in me. 

44 4 But a commandment I give unto them that they shall not boast 
themselves of these things, neither speak of them before the world, 
for these things are given unto you for your profit and your salva- 
tion.'" (Doctrine and Covenants.) 

Then the editorial continues : 

44 Under these instructions elders had no right to promulgate any* 
thing but that which they were authorized to teach. And when 
assafled by their enemies and accused of practicing things which 
were really not countenanced in the church, they were justified in 
denying those imputations and at the same time avoiding the avowal 
of such doctrines as were not yet intended for the worlds This course 
which they have taken when necessary, by commandment is all the 
ground which their accusers have for charging them with falsehood. 

That editorial, you understand, of course, as being the explanation 
of the editor of this paper of these statements that were made by 
Joseph and Hyrum Smith and by John Taylor! 

Mr. Young. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TArusn. That is all. 

The Chairman. I understood you, I think correctly, that the senti- 
ment among your people is against polygamy? 

Mr. Young. Yes, sir. # 

The Chairman. What is the sentiment among prominent members 
of your organization against polygamous cohabitation? 

Mr. Young. Judging from the practice of the people and from 
expressiona of opinion,! should saj it is not so general nor so strong. 

The Chairman. Polygamous conabitation, I oelieve, exists among 
prominent members of your organization! 
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Mr. Young. Yee,slr} I believe it does. 

The Chairman. From the president of the church down! 

Mr. Young. It seems so; yes, sir* 

The Chairman. I will ask you in this connection a question. Did 
you understand that the manifesto prohibited polygamous cohabita- 
tion as well as new manages? 

Mr. Young. That was not my understanding of the effect of it 
I believe I may correctly say that it is not included within the lan- 
guage of the manifesto untu President Woodruff subsequently con- 
strued it that way. 

The Chairman. When did he place that construction upon it! 

Mr. Young. I believe it was about two years after the manifesto 
was issued. 

The Chairman. Was he at that time the president of the church! 
Mr. Young. I believe he was. 

The Chairman. And he spoke by authority of God, I suppose. 
Mr. Young. Well, I would not presume to say by what authority 
he spoke. 

The Chairman. He was at that time the head of the church I 

Mr. Young. Yes, sir. v 

The Chairman. Bevelator and seer f 

Mr. Young. So sustained by the people. 

The Chairman. Since that interpretation of this manifesto by 
Woodruff, has polygamous cohabitation continued among prominent 
members of the church t 

Mr. Yowfr To * certain extent it ha* 

The Chairman. It has continued with the president of the church f 
Mr. Young. I should judge from the testimony of Mr. Joseph F. 
Smith it has continued with him. There was, however, a president 
of the church between Mr. Woodruff and Mr. Smith— Mr. Lorenzo 
Snow. 

The Chairman. I had an impression-- and I think it must be an 
error— that abstractly you regard the practice of polygamy as right! 
Mr. Young. If I might modify, or not answer the question cate- 

^[^i&iATRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. Young. I regard the principle abstractly as right, not the 
practice. 

The Chairman. If it were not for the laws of the land prohibiting 
it, you would then believe that the practice would be right! 
Mr. Young* I would. 

The Chairman. And would advise and counsel it! 
Mr. Young. I can not say as to that 
The Chairman. Are you married? 
Mr. Young. I am. 

The Chairman. You have only one wife, I presume! 
Mr. Young. Only one. 

The Chairman. The only thing you think that restramsjyour 
people from entering into |^yg««y— those who have the belief 
that you hsva-^is the law against it! . M 

Mr, Young* I think that is true of such proportion of the Mormon 
people as might consider it a duty and whose circumstances might 
Is such as to permit it, which I fancy would be, as in the past, but 
a small minority of the marriageabls Mormons. 
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The Chairman. I think 70a spoke of several bishops in your 
•take living in polygamy. 
Mr. Worthington. He said they were reputed to be poly ga mists. 
Mr. Young. Beputed to be polygamista, 
Mr. Van Corr. Two, I think. 

The Chairman. Do I understand yon now, at the suggestion of 
counsel, to say that none of those bishops in your stake are living in 
polygamous cohabitation? 

Mr. Young. I know nothing about Bishop Morris's married rela- 
tion. He is the bishop of the eleventh ward of Salt Lake City. He 
is one of the two mentioned. Bishop Romney, as I believe, is living 
in polygamous cohabitation, unlawful cohabitation. 

The Chairman. I simply want to get at the facts. What steps 
have you taken to dissuade nim from that practice ? 

Mr. Young. None whatever. 

The Chairman. Have you ever mentioned the subject to him! 
Mr. Young. Never. 

The Chairman. And yet he is one of your bishops? 
Mr. Young. Yes-sir. 

The Chairman. Have you spoken to the other bishop concerning 
whom there are rumors that he is living in polygamous cohabita- 
tion- — - 

Mr. Young. Never, 

The Chairman. To ascertain whether it was true or not! 
Mr. Young. Never. 

The Chairman. Have you made any inquiry among your people 
in the stake to ascertain the extent to which polygamous cohabitation 
is practiced! 

Mr. Young. No special inquiry; no, sir. 

The Chairman. Have you made any general inquiry? 

Mr. Young. No further than my observation would extend. 

The Chairman. And you have taken no steps, either by council 
or otherwise, to dissuade people from that practice? 

Mr. Young. From living m polygamous cohabitation? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Young. No, sir ; none whatever. 

The Chairman. You have been asked about the endowments. Yon 
have been through the endowments? 
Mr. Young. I have. 

The Chairman. Would you object to disclosing the endowments! 

Mr. Young. Yes, sir; I would consider myself under an obligation 
not to do so, the committee permitting witnesses not to answer the 
question. 

I should like to say this. Mr Chairman : I take that position with 
regret, appreciating that inferences may be drawn from it which, 
if I may be allowed to make the statement, might be, in my judgment, 
very unfair to our people and to myself. We are practically oouna 
and gagged on that subject bv reason of the obligations we have taken, 
and people may, if they wish, draw the very worst conclusions from 
that condition. 

The Chairman. By reason of that, if you could state what the ob- 
ligation is, it would prevent the conclusion which you have suggested. 
But I understand you, and I do not want to press the question. 
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Has the president of the church any control oyer the movements of 
the apostles! 

Mr. Young. In religious matters the presidency of the church, in 
conjunction with the council of apostles, controls their movements. 

The Chairman. Would it be within the power of the president to 
order the apostles who are now abroad to come back to this country? 

Mr. Youko. I should think not This matter 'is not a religious mat- 
ter. It is political 

The Chairman. You misunderstand me. 

Mr. Young. To come back? 

The Chaibman. Yes; I am not speaking of this matter. 
Mr. Young. To come into the United States? 
The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Young. I should suppose if the president of the church desired 
those apostles, who are absent, to perform some ecclesiastical duty 
within any part of the world, they would be amenable to his direc- 
tions. 

The Chairman. Without regard to ecclesiastical duty, has the first 
president the power or the authority to summon the apostles now 
abroad back to the United States ? 

Mr. Young. In the performance of their religious duties; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Without stating that, suppose he issued an order, 
* I want- you to come to the United States by first steamer." Sup- 
pose he does not disclose the purpose ? 

Mr. Young. I should say they would have the right to ascertain 
upon what business that order was issued. 

The Chairman. Then they have a right to obey or disobey the first 
president? 

Mr. Young. Oh, yes. 

The Chairman. And would not be amenable 

Mr. Young. Except in ecclesiastical matters, as I say ; that would 
* be my judgment about it 

The Chairman. "Important ecclesiastical matters make it neces- 
sary for you to return to the United States." Suppose such an order 
was issued? 

Mr, Young. I should suppose if they appreciated their good stand- 
ing in the church they ought to obey the order. 
The Chairman. You would expect that they would obey? 
Mr. Young. I would expect it 

The Chairman. In other words, /the president of the church has 
control over the apostles, and people who are now abroad could, upon 
the direction or request of the first presidency, be required to appear 
in the United States? 

Mr. Young. I think I have answered that Mr. Chairman., 

The Chairman. Something has been said about the reorganized 
church. That is a church holding to belief in the Mormon Bible or 
doctrine. Wherein does that organization differ from yours? I 
call jour attention directly to the point of polygamy. 

Mr. Young. I understand. The reorganized church entertains the 
view that Joseph Smith never taught polygamy and never practiced 
it Our own church combats both of those propositions. 

The Chairman, What do you say as to the reorganized church 
teaxjhing and practicing polygamy now ? 

Mr. Young. I have no idea that they do either. 
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The Chairman. Do you know whether they have any ceremony by 
which the adherents are oath-bound to anything? 

Mr* Young. I can only speak from general impression. I under- 
stand they have no temples, no ceremonies corresponding to the 
temple ceremonies. Whether they have any other ceremonies or not, 
I am unable to state. 

The Chairman. But they have nothing corresponding to that! 

Mr. Young. I believe not 

The Chairman. Do you know whether any of the membership of 
the reorganized church is in Utah ? 

Mr. Young. They have some branches there, some chapels, and are 
doing some missionary work among the people of Utah. 

The Chaibman. Do you attend their services? 

Mr. Young. It is possible that I have been there once, yes, sir; 
just out of curiosity, however. 

The Chairman. They have no temples and no ceremonies? 

Mr. Young. Not in Utah. 

The Chairman. I mean of the character you have? 

Mr. Young. No, sir ;I understand not. 

Senator McComas. How numerous are they in Utah? 

Mr. Young. The reorganized*? 

Senator McComas. Yes, , 

Mr. Young. Speaking from general impression, there can not be 
more than a few hundred of them. 

Senator McComas. Does your church extend a friendly hand to 
them? Do the people of your church manifest any friendship for 
those people who oppose polygamy and have reorganized the Mormon 
Church to oppose polygamy? , 

--^tr> Young. No. The attitude of the two churches is one of con- 
siderable antagonism from a doctrinal point of view. 

Senator McComas. Is it because the one favors polygamy and the 
other opposes it? . . 

Mr. Young. No. I think that is merely one phase of the situation. 

Senator McComas. Is there any distinctive doctrinal difference? 

Mr. Young. I believe there is. The main point of distinction 
between the two churches, I understand, revolves upon the question 
of the presidency of the church* our own church taking the view that 
upon the death of Joseph Smith, who was the president, the original 
founder of the church, the succession devolved upon the quorum of 
the twelve apostles, at the head of which was Bneham Young, and 
that, I understand, is disputed by the reorganized church. 

Senator McComas. What do they say ? 

Mr. Young. They dispute that proposition. 

Senator McComas. About that point, I mean. 
' Mr. Young. And Joseph Smith, jr., the son of the founder of the 
church, subsequently became— I think some ten or twelve years after 
the death of Joseph Smith— the head of the reorganized church. 

Senator McComas. That was my impression. 

Mr. Young. Yes : and he is still the head of the church. 

The Chairman. He is now? 

Mr. Young. He is now. . ■ 

Senator McComas. In that church do they maintain that the choice 
of succession and power is dependent upon the will of the people of 
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the church as opposed to the close corporation controlling the suc- 
cession in the regular Mormon Church? 

WoKrattKOTOK* In the regular Mormon Church the people 
have to sustain the officials. .. , ' - 

Senator McComas. I understand that I will come to that in a 
moment ,1 was asking the wita^ _ • , - 

Mr. Totmo. I do not know what ; they claim about the methods of 
perpetuating or continuing the piwdency of the church. 

Senator McComas, Is or is- » --itM .-ia -'dbrtidiotit^ .differahce that . in 
the Mormon Church the succession is practically controlled by the 
apostles, from generation to generation, president to prudent, while 
in the reorganized Mormon Church, headed by Joseph Smith, jr., 
and those who follow him, there is more liberality in church govern- 
ment and more control by the people and more influence by the con- 
gregations, rather than by the hierarchy! 

Sr. Young. I can only r^ wh^ said before, that I know 
nothing about their methods >f selecting the president of the church. 

Of course, you will understand, Senator, thai with us, jpracticaJly, 
the nomination of the president of the church has been with the quo- 
rum of apostles after the death of one of our presidents. 

Senator MoComas. I so understaiicL ^^-'^m:^ - 4 v i . 

Mr, Yotoo. And the person so nominated becomes the president 
of the church by and with the adv^^ I may use such 

an expression, of the people, subject to rejection and to a subsequent 
nomination. The quorum of apostles ^fcas subsi^eJly the power 
of nomination that Be I^esident of the llmted has with refer- 
ence to Federal officials, the people exeircising the same power that 
the United States Senate does of Me^n or a^ptance. . . , 

Senator ^ Mo<B^ With this o^Ser^ee, that the people, of the 
United States may turn out one President and put in another of 
another sort ; but the Mormon Church, with the machinery you have 
spoken of, it uneirinM rosults in the choice of the man 

whom the first presidency and the apostles desire. ; 

Mr. YotrNO. That has been the rule with reference to the presi- 
dency of the church. ^i**^ 

Senator MoComas. That has been the result too! . 

Mr. lTotWG. It has appeared in the record here, as I observe, hay- 
ing looked over the record, that quite a number of times the people 
have rejected nominations which have been made by the ajrtstJes for 
minor offices, such as bishops: and it is quite possible and quite within 
the scope of the doctrines of the churchy as I understand; them, that 
the people might reject a nomination that was made by the apostles. 

Senator I&Comas. They might reject the nomination of an 

•piosfcle! f 
Mr. Young. Yes, sir. . . , — 
Senator MoComas. Or of a president! 
Mr. Ybtmo. Yes, sir. 

Senator MoComas. But they^neyer md ! v . . _ . 
Mr. Youno. I am under the impression that in Nauvoo, in the days 
of Joseph Smith, the people declined to sustain Sidney Eigdon as his 

Ife.Y 

Senator MoComas. Never ! 
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Mr. Young. I believe not. 

Senator McComas. If I understood yon rightly, yon said that a 
large majority of the Mormon Church are opposed to the teachings of 
polygamy and the practice of polygamous cohabitation consequent 
upon polygamous marriages t 

Mr. Young. I think vou did not understand me. 

Senator McComas. State what I should have understood you to 

. Young. I stated that I believed the overwhelming sentiment of 
the Mormon people is against new polygamous marriages. 

Senator McComas. Is against new polygamous marriages — mean- 
ing by that marriages since the Woodruff manifesto ? 
Mr. Young. Yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. Is that sentiment so strong and so overwhelm- 
ing that if a person were submitted to the general conference of the 
people as an apostle of the church for approval who was known to 
have celebrated between himself and some woman a polygamous mar- 
riage since the Woodruff manifesto the people would be induced to 
reject such an apostle? 

Mr. Young. Well, I can not say. In fact, I believe there has been 
a conference since some of these disclosures have come out and that 
those rejections have not been made by the people upon the disclos- 
ures that have been made here. 

Senator McComas. Rejections have not been made! 

Mr. YduNa Ko. 

Senator McComas. Then you think the sentiment is not so strong 
and overwhelming that the mass of the Mormon people in their con- 
ference would reject a man for the office of apostle or president who 
had since the Woodruff manifesto violated the laws of the land and 
the manifesto of the president of the church denouncing plural 
mama^esT : ;. ^ 

• Mr. Young. I can only say that so far they have not done so in the 
light of the evidence they have had before them. What they may do, 
or might do, I can not state. 

Senator McComas. You live in Utah and Salt Lake City. Do you 
infer from that that they are strongly opposed to polygamy? If the 
mass of the people are opposed to it and have the power to reject 
every nomination, and they know that a man has consummated a plural 
marriage since the manifesto and has lived in cohabitation with his 
newly taken wife, in violation of the laws of the land, which Presi- 
dent Woodruff, by revelation, admonished them to obey, do you think 
they would refuse to reject such a nomination because they hesitate 
to oppose the hierarchy ? You say they are opposed to polygamy, 
and yet they do not reject the nominations of men who are living in 
polygamy. Is it because they are in fear of the hierarchy ? 

Mr. Young. No; it would be difficult for me to explain just why 
they would hot exercise that power of rejection. 

Senator McComas. How far do you think 

Mr. Young. If you will allow me, Senator- 
Senator McComas. Certainly. 

Mr. Young. My belief Would be that the people might possibly 
exercise some leniency in that direction, largely from their conviction 
that any such case as a new polygamous marriage is an extremelv 
rare event, and from the deep conviction the community has, both 
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Mormon aftd Gentile, as I believe I may correctly state, that polyg- 
amy is practically dead, and that any new marriage is an expiring 
flicker or the old situation. 

Senator McComas, If, in a general conference, the people having 
the power, as I understand you, the head of the church should submit 
the name of an apostle who had been guilty of a polygamous mar- 
riage within the period we have mentioned, would it be within the 

Province and the power of the conference to nominate A on the ground 
lat he is a monogamist and a true Mormon, and to substitute his 
name for that of the apostle who is a polygamist and who had been 
nominated by the first presidency f 

Mr. Young. I understand not I understand that following a re- 
jection there must be a new nomination. 

Senator McComas. I see. Then if a general conference of the 
Mormons, who are so overwhelmingly opposed to polygamy, should 
reject a man on the ground that he was a polygamist, and indicate 
in the debate and conference by resolution that they would not accent 
him who had violated the law of the land and the manifesto of Presi- 
dent Woodruff— would a man, in your judgment, nominated by the 
head of the church as an apostle, be rejected oy the general conference 
on that ground f 

Mr. Young. I wish the stenographer would read the question. 
The sentence, as I gather it, lacks a conclusion. 
Senator McComas. If so I will supply a conclusion. 
The reporter read the question as follows : 

"Senator McComab. I see. Then if a general conference of the 
Mormons, who are so overwhelmingly opposed to polygamy, should 
reject a man on the ground that he was a polygamist, and indicate in 
the debate and conference by resolution that they would not accept 
him who had violated the law of the land and the manifesto of Presi- 
dent Woodruff — would a man, in your judgment, nominated by the 
head of the church as an apostle, be rejected by the general conference 
on that ground?" 

Mr. Young. That sentence is not clear to me. You start out by 
saying if the conference should reject such a man ► 

Senator McComas. I will put the question to you to your satisfac- 
tion. t 

Mr. Young. Very well. 

Senator McComas. If you, opposed, not on principle, but upon 
grounds of policy and upon other grounds, to polygamy, to new 
plural marriages, should rise in the next conference and say, "I 
oppose the ratification of Apostle A," the man named, " because he 
has practiced polygamy and has taken a plural wife since the mani- 
festo, and I move his rejection on that ground," would the Mormon 
Stem*, in your judjjnent, overwhehniagly mstam you and yonr 
motion? 

Mr. Young. Notwithstanding the fact that he had been nominated 
by the president? 



seated by the hierarchy and the president of the church. 
Mr. Young. My answer must necessarily be speculative. 
Senator McComas. I understand that You are givingyour opin- 
ion as to the opinion of the Mormons on this question. What is your 
opinion, in answer to my question! 
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Mr. Youno. I think it would depend very largely upon the debate 
and the strength with which the opposition might oe urged, and the 
excuses, the extenuating circumstances that might be urged, if there 
were any, in behalf of the apostle. But my belief is they would 
reject him. 

Senator McComas. You think they would! 
Mr. Young. Yes, sir. 

Senator McComas. And that awe or fear of the president or apos- 
tles would not deter men who agree with you, in the policy you men- 
tion as tyour view, from rejecting such an apostle? 

Air. Young. It would not be a question of fear of the hierarchy, 
as you term ifc It would be more a respect for their judgment as to 
the general Qualifications of the man to hold the position. 

Senator Mommas. Now, further, in your opinion, since the senti- 
ment of the church is so strongly against polygamy and new polyga- 
mous marriages, is it not strange that so many men in the chief oftices 
of the church happen to be living in polygamous oohabitation, and 
several of them are believed now to have contracted plural marriages 
since the manifesto! 

Mr. Young. Senator, I do not think that you are more profoundly 
surprised than I was or than the majority, practically all of the mem- 
bership of the Mormon Church, have been upon learning that there 
have been any such marriages since the manifesto. But, With reference 
to unlawful cohabitation, the sentiment against that does not exist 
to the extent-*---?- > v \ ow':^vu^ 

Senator McComas. I understand. 

Mr. Young. Anything like the extent 

Senator McComas. You made the distinction between the two, but 
I tacked the two together. 



Mr. Young. I think it was concluded. 

At 12 o'clock meridian the committee took a recess until 2 o'clock 
p. m* 



The committee reassembled at the expiration of the recess. 

The Chairman. Gentlemen, could you call some other witness than 
Mr. Young ! Senator McComas is not here now, and I understand he 
desires to ask some questions of Mr. Young. Or would you prefer to 
wait! I will send for him if you prefer. 

Mr. Wobthington. We would rather wait a few minutes, Mr. 
Chairman* 

The Chairman. He may not desire to ask any further questions. 
Mr. Van Cott. We have some redirect. 

Mr. Wobthington. But we can not go on with the redirect until 
the cross-examination is finished. 

Mr. Van Cott. Our next witness is not in the room just now. 

Mr. Tatleb. I have a question or two that I want to ask Mr. 
Young. 

The Chairman. Mr. Young, you may take the stand, and Mr. 
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Tayler, you may inquire* 
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TIMIfJXOWT 01 BICHARD W, YOTOCK— RsiumeoV 

Eichakd W. Yotoo, having been previously sworn* was examined, 
and testified as follows: 

Mr. Tayleb. Colonel Young, in the same issue of the Deseret News 
to which I called your attention, appears, in the next column to the 
editorial referred to, a communication entitled u Celestial marriage ; 
how and when the revelation was given," signed by Joseph F; Smith, 
in which I find the following. I would like to know if this expresses 
your view of the attitude of the church authorities generally as to 
what they ought to do under the circumstances existing at the time 
when the denial was made of polygamous practices in the form in 
which it was made: 1 

" It must be borne in mind that this great and glorious prin- 
ciple w — 

That is, of celestial marriage — 
* was first revealed to Joseph Smith in 1881 or 1882 (I have not 
the exact date with me) ; but, being forbidden to make it public or 
to teach it as a doctrine of the gospel at that time, he confided the 
facts to only a very few of his most intimate associates* Among 
them were Oliver uowdery and Lyman & Johnson, the latter con- 
- fiding the fact to his traveling companion. Elder Orson Pratt, in 
the year 1882* (See O. Pratt's testimony.) And this great prin- 
ciple remained concealed in the bosoms of the prophet Joseph 
and the few to whom he revealed it, until he was commanded, about 
1842, to instruct the leading members of the priesthood and those 
who were most faithful and intelligent and best prepared to receive 
it, in relation thereto, at which time and subsequently, until his 
martyrdom, the subject in connection with the great principles of 
baptism, redemption, and seaHngs for the dead, became the great 
themes of his life, and, as the late President George A. Smith re- 
peatedly said to me and others, 'the prophet seemed irresistibly 
moved by the power of God to establish that principle, not only in 
theory in the hearts and minds of his brethren, but in practice also/ 
he himself having led the way. While this doctrine was thus 
being taught by the prophet to those whom he could trust, those who 
had faith, righteousness, and integrity to believe and accept it 
with all its consequences (which are no trifling things), it remained 
an ' unwritten law * and commandment of the Almighty to the faith- 
ful only of his saints, designed to be enlarged as intelligence and 
fidelity to the laws of Goa increased, until the 12th day of July, 
1848, when a portion of the revelation was written in the manner 
and (at that time) for the purpose set forth in this statement of 
Elder Clayton's, now submitted to the world, and as indicated in 
the revelation itself, as follows: * Verse 66. And now, as pertaining 
to this law, verily, verily, I say unto you, / mU reveal more unto 
you hereafter. Therefore let this suffice for the present* " 
Then the Smith letter proceeds : 

u Let all the Latter-Day Saints know that Joseph Smith, the mar- 
tyred prophet, is responsible to God and the world for this doctrine, 
and let every soul know that he and his brother Hyrum did practice 
the doctrine in their lifetime and until their death, notwithstanding 
their seeming 

The word w seeming * iainr italics here-^ 
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u their 9eemh%g denials, as published in the Times and Seasons* 
and which are so fervently relied upon as evidence against the fact 
by a certain class of antipolytfamiste. Those denials can be ex- 
plained and have been, and while they are true in the sense and for 
the purpose for which they were designed, they are not denials of 
plural or celestial marriage as taught by Joseph Smith and prac- 
ticed at the time by both of them and many others in prominent 
standing in the church. These seeming denials themselves are spe- 
cific proofs of the existence of the true com^ th » counterfeit of which 
they denounced." 

Mr. Totmo. Now, will you read the question, Mr* Beporterf 

The reporter read as follows: 

"Mr. Taylbh. Colonel Young, in the same issue of the Deseret 
News to which I called your attention appears, in the next column 
to the editorial referred to, a communication entitled * Celestial Mar? 
riage: How and When the BeveWtion was Given,' signed by Joseph 
F. Smith, in which I find the following. I would like to know if 
this expresses your view of the attitude of the church authorities gen- 
erally as to what they ought to do under the circumstances existing 
at the time when the denial was made of polygamous practices in the 
form in which it was n^e.^ 1 ; y- 

Mr. Young. I do not understand that that extract expresses what 
the church should do. It is rather a discussion as to the inception of 
polygamy* I understand that it represents the attitude of the church 
so far as it goes. 

' ■ Mr. Tayleb. And on the subject of these seeming denials of Joseph 
Smith? - - - 

Mr. Young. I would be willing to accept that, so far, as the atti- 
tude of the church. . y:;:... ; K/^ ^^■,^.-.u^;^,-,y}.--y- 

Mr. Tatlbb. That is to say ? that the interpretation which the 
church puts upon these communications issued by Joseph and Hy rum 
Smith, in the first place, and by Hyrum Smith later, which I read, is 
that they were the truth, and that in consequence of their promulga- 
tion Joseph Smith is not to be subjected to the criticism which 
perhaps, from your reference to it, he might be, that he was not a 
perfect man, and that in this particular instance it was not made 
under oath and might not have been intended to be the truth? 

Mr, Young. I can not say that I know what the attitude of the 
church would be. That would be the most authoritative source of 
my opinion upon that subject j t v 

Mr. Tatleb. One other question. Is it a fact that, in theory at 
least, the title of the first presidency and the twelve apostles to their 
several places in the hierarchy is as much dependent upon their being 
semiannually sustained by a conference of the church as that their 
original nomination should be approved by a conference of the church 
people?;, 

Mr. Young. I do not recall ever having seen that point discussed, 
but my impression would be that that would not be the case. That is, 
thai having been originally put in the position, if for any reason—* 
there might be no conference, for instance-—- 

Mr* Tatxbb. Yes. 

Mr. Young. That they would continue until such time as there 
might be. 

S. Doc. 486, 50-1, vol 2- 62 
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Mr. Tayuhl But supposs there was a conference; they must be 

sustained 

Mr* Young. That is the rule. 

Mr. Tatlkr. By the conference, as certainly as originally their 
nomination was sustained f 
Mr. Young. I think that is correct; yes, sir. 
Mr. Tatleb. So that if there is any criticism of the original elec- 
tion of a potygamist as an apostle, that act of election is not to be dif- 
ferentiated, in its importance and validity, from the semiannual 
sustaining of others, who, prior to that time, may have been chosen 
apostles and were polygamists? \ 

Mr. Young. Well, there is a rule of the church, as I understand, 
that a person having been elected, appointed, upheld foe a position 
in the church, shall not lose that position until he shall have had 
his day in court, until charges shall nave been preferred against him, 
and he shall have been tried. That, perhaps, is somewhat aside from 
the question of sustaining a man by conference I do not think 
that an apostle would necessarily lose his position by reason of not 
having been sustained. I think there would be, in addition to that, 
a trial, and that upon that trial he might be dropped from his posi- 
tion. The effect of not sustaining him would simply be that the 
exercise of his office would be held m abeyance for the time being. 

Mr. Tayusr. I am glad to get this information. That is what I 
want So that if at any of the semiannual conferences, at the tem- 
ple or the tabernacle, wherever they are held, each one of the apostles' 
names being read out to be sustained, the people should by uplifted 
hand dissent and refuse to sustain any particular apostle, that refusal 
thus expressed would not operate to vacate his seat 1 

Mr. Young. You are discussing questions that I do not feel quite 
competent to settle, because I have never examined them to any ex- 
tent. I may express my impression, and that would be that should 
the conference absolutely vote against a man, that would vacate the 
position. But, following the order of the church, as I understand it, 
the conference would refuse to do so, unless he had been previously 
tried and condemned by some tribunal having authority of the church 
for the offense that led to his suspension. 

Mr. Tayuer. So that in truth and in fact, as a practicality in your 
church organization, the. people in conference are powerless to depose 
an apostle? 

Mr. Young. I would not say that My last answer stated that I 
feel satisfied — at least I meant to say, mat I feel satisfied that a 
conference would not do it without the previous trial. However, 
if the conference should do it, taking that method, I am under the 
impression that office would be vacated. 

Mr. Tatlkr. In the case of Moses Thatcher, he was first tried be- 
fore another tribunal, was he not, before the matter came before the 
conference? 

Mr. Young. I am a little uncertain as to the sequence of dates, 
but my impression is that he had the opportunity of a trial, but 
neglected to appear as he had been requested to do, in accordance 
with his own request I believe his trial before the high council of 
the Salt Lake stake was subsequent to his 

Mr. Tatuhr. Deposition? 

Mr. Young. Deposition from the apostleship ; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Tayler. He was deposed by the apostles, and then, initiated 
by the apostles, the matter of his deposition came before the confer- 
ence f 

Mr. Youno. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayle*. And there the act of the apostles was sustained. Is 
that right! 

Mr. Young. My recollection is that at the first conference his name 
merely was not presented ; that is, after the difficulty. 
Mr. Tayler. I see. 

Mr. Young. And the matter being held in abeyance for final 
decision. f 
Mr. Taller. I guess you are right. 

Mr. Young. But that at a subsequent conference, probably the 
first or second after that, his successor was named. His name was 
not presented, and a successor was named. The quorum of the twelve 
was thereby filled up, and by necesity he was removed from his posi- 
tion. That is my recollection. 

Mr. Tayler. The idea is that the initiation of it was by the apos- 
tles and the first presidency, in that they omitted to present to the 
conference the name of Moses Thatcher ? 

Mr. Youno. That is my belief; yes, sir ; my recollection. 

Mr. Tayler. We have had this before. I will just refresh your 
memory, and put it in at this moment, because it clarifies the situa- 
tion. It is in the Church Chronology, published by the church on the 
4th of April, 1896. 

Mr. Youno. Pardon me, Mr. Tayler. The Church Chronology, if 
I am correctly informed, is a private enterprise. 

Mr. Tayler. Well, it is compiled by Andrew Jensen, assistant 
church historian. • ■ - 

Mr. Young. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. And published at the office of the Deseret News, Salt 
Lake City, Utah. 

Mr. Young. The Deseret News will publish your argument in this 
case or any other matter. 

Mr. Tayler. I understand. 

Mr. Young. It is a publishing house; but perhaps would not stand 
behind all propositions. 

Mr. Taxjler. I will read this, and perhaps it will refresh our rec- 
ollection of mere historical facts : 

" Saturday, the 4th of April, the sixty-sixth annual conference of 
the church convened in " 

Mr. Worthington. In what year, Mr. Tayler? 

Mr; Tayler. 1896. 

"Convened in Salt Lake City. It was continued for three days. 
In voting for the general church Authorities on the 6th Charles W. 
Penrose was sustained as an assistant church historian. Moses 
Thatcher was not upheld as one of the twelve because of his refusal 
to sign a manifesto issued by the general authorities of the church to 
the saints, in which the leading men of the church were requested to 
seek counsel before accepting political offices which would interfere 
with their ecclesiastical duties,'' 

Then: 

a On/ Thursday, the 19th of October, at a council of the apostles 
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held in Silt Like City, Moses Thatcher was dropped from (lis ooun- 
dl of twelve apostles." 

Is that about as you remember the occurrence I 

Mr. Yotrao. That is about as I remember it, except as to this; I 
think Mr. Jensen's statement as to the causes lor the dropping of 
Moses Thatcher is incomplete. It alleges but one reason. I nave 
always understood there were a number of reasons. I think they 
have appeared in the record. 

Mr* Taixbr. Yes. That is all 

The Chairman. Mr. Young, I want to ask a question. Do you 
know of any instance where the church has tried members for living 
in polygamous cohabitation f 

Mr. Young. I do not, sir. 

The Chairman. Since the manifesto! 

Mr. Youno. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Or at any time! 

Mr. Young. I know of no such instance at any time. 

The Chairman. Do you know of any instance where the church, 
before the manifesto, tried its adherents for polygamy f 

Mr. Young. None whatever. 

The Chairman. That is alj. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Before the manifesto, it was a part of the 
church doctrine, was it notf 
Mr. Young. It was. 

Mr. Worthinoton. And as I understand you, since the manifesto 
there have been no prosecutions, in church courts, of those who have 
been living in polygamous cohabitation f 

Mr. Young. That is correct 

Mr. Worthington. All of them being, to your understanding, 
people who were married before the manifesto f 
Mr. Young. Yes. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Is the feeling that those men should not be 
prosecuted confined to Mormons, or does it pervade the Gentile com- 
munity in Utah, too ? 

Mr. Young. It is my conviction that it pervades the entire com- 
munity. Gentile and Mormon. 

Mr. Worthinoton. And for reasons which have been stated here, 
I suppose you have heard f 

Mr. Young. For reasons that were very well stated, I think, by 
Judge McCarty in the case in Richfield, that was read before the 
committee ^yesterday. 

Mr. Worthington. Now, Mr. Young, the Chairman asked jou 
about the endowment ceremony, ^and you expressed your unwilling- 
ness to state what it was* Have you any objection to stating whether 
it included in any form or shape any invocation of vengeance or retri- 
bution against this nation f 

Senator MoComas. Just a moment I understand he does not 
want to state it directly or indirectly. I suggest that if he makes an 
exception and states anything at all, he should state the whole thing, 
or nothing. 

Mr. Worthinoton. A dozen witnesses here have done that, and the 
Chair has stated that they would not be pressed. The very question 
I am asking now is one that Senator Knox asked of Mr. Dougall. 
^ The Chairman. The Chair stated that if they should state their 
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own conclusion in regard to it, the committee ought to have the oath 
itself — the obligation. 

Mr. WoiTHDfOTON. I do not understand they are stating any con- 
clusion. They are stating the fact that it did not contain anything 
about vengeance on this nation. 

The Chairman. That is stating what the oath is. in his judgment, 
or what' it was; and I think the witness then should be called upon 
to state the whole oath. 

Mr. Young. I was about to state, if the Chairman please, that I 
would be pleased to answer that if it were held that I would not be 
compelled to go further. I would be pleased to answer that question 
and to add what, with respect to citizenship, there is in those cere- 
monies, for what my opinion might be worth ; appreciating, .of course, 
that the committee not having the opportunity of knowing what the 
entire ceremony is, could not judge with complete accuracy. It would 
only go to the extent of my judgment But I would respectfully ask 
to decline to answer if the Chairman or the committee would insist 
that the examination should proceed further. 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Chairman, as to six or eight witnesses, they 
have already been informed that under the circumstances they would 
not be pressed. It was so with Apostle Lyman. It was so with 
Mr. Roberts. It has been so with the four witnesses who testified here 
the other day on that subject. 

The Chairman. My recollection is that the witness, having given 
his interpretation of the obligation, was then requested to state for 
the benefit of the committee the obligation itself, so that the committee 
might decide. 

Mr. WoifraiNcrroif. Precisely. 

The Chairman. Thereupon the witness refused to state, and then 
the Chaif stated it would not be pressed. 

Mr. Worthington. That is the situation exactly. 

The Chairman. But the Chair thinks if he should give his inter- 
pretation of the obligation he ought to give the obligation itself. 

Mr. Worthington. If I thougat he was giving the interpretation 
I would not ask the question. I would like to find that out from the 
witness without his saying what Was said or not said. 

Can you answer the question, Mr. Young, not whether what takes 
place may be interpreted as calling for a retribution against this 
nation, but whether there is anything on the subject of retribution 
against this nation or against this Government ? 

Senator McComas. I lave been here in the instances spoken of by 
counsel, but it seems to me that a witness who, within his right, says: 
" I will not disclose an oath I have taken, verbatim or in substance," 
when he is interrogated as to whether certain things are in the oath 
which he declines to disclose, is in a much better situation when he 
says, " I decline to make any answer in respect to that oath." The 
committee would be glad, I am sure, to hear him give the oath, and 
if Tie felt free to do it, we would probably get rid of a great many 
misapprehensions on the subject ; but if he does not, and categorically 
answers no to any question as to whether this is in or that is in, it 
seems to me proper mat he should state the oath itself. 

Mr. Worthington. Mr. Chairman, and Senators, as counsel for 
this witness, of course that would be an argument which would 
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appeal very strongly to my reason; but I am here representing Sen- 
ator Smoot. The testimony of three witnesses here, Who have passed 
through the endowment ceremony, is to the offset that those who pass 
through it take an obligation against the nation, an oath of disloyalty, 
practically, and there is other testimony tending to show that the 
ceremony has always been the same* Now, if I were asking this wit- 
ness as to whether the interpretation which is to be given to what 
took place is one thing or the other, then it would be impossible for 
me to make any reply to tjhe argument which Senator McComas has 
made. 

But let me suppose this ease* There are, I suppose, among the 
Senators, those who are members of other organizations, the Masons, 
or the Odd Fellowa^or others, all of whom, as appears in this record, 
take obligations of some kind, and make a further agreement that 
they will not disclose them; Suppose somebody should choose to 
file a charge here against one of the Senators, as a member of one of 
those orders, that he ought to be expelled from the Senate because he 
belongs to that secret organization, whatever it may be, and they take 
an oath of disloyalty to the United States. Would anybody hold 
that when a menu* »r of one of those orders, a Mason, or an Odd Fel- 
low, or what not, was called as a witness on that subject, and he 
should say, "There is nothing in our obligation on that subject at 
all," he should then be compelled to go on and tell us the whole secrets 
of the Odd Fellows, the Masons, or anything of that kind ? It seems 
to me not. 

I heard a member of this committee say here the other day that he 
was a member of one such organization, and that he would very 
freely and cheerfully answer any such question as I have put to this 
witness, but he would not answer disclosing what takes place in those 
ceremonies. 

It seems to me that there is a very clear and strong line of demarca- 
tion between asking a witness whether anything wast said on a certain 
subject and asking him whether what took place was capable of 
such and such an interpretation. In one case, if there is nothing at 
all said upon the subject then no inquiry can be made except whether 
that was true or not. Or I might have had a private conversation 
with somebody upon the street about a matter which would not, in 
the eye of the law, be protected from being disclosed if it was any- 
thing that was necessary in a judicial investigation. But suppose 
somebody who was near there and saw me talking with that man 
came along and said he heard me threaten to kill Senator Smoot or 
somebody, and that came up in the course of the investigation, and he 
was asked the question, " Was anything said about shooting Senator 
~ Smoot, or shooting anybody! " and he would say " No* Would 
that make that person liable to tell what was said, which might refer 
to any one of a hundred or a thousand different subjects? I think 
not 

I may say that this thing has been gone over. It was gone over 
in the case of Mr. Roberts very fully. It was gone over in the case 
of Apostle Lyman. It was gone over in the case of Mr. Dougall, 
and of Mr. Noon. I do not remember any others. Meakin, I think, 
was hot asked on the subject 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes; he was. 

Mr. WoBTHiNGTON. In those cases the very same line was gone 
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over. They answered in precisely the same way. Each of them said 
there was nothing on the subject of disloyalty to or revenge or ven- 
geance against this nation or anything of the kind; and they said, 
more than that, that the ceremony was entirely of a religious char* 
scter. 

Now, is Senator Smoot to be held to this rule, that because the 
witness is under an obligation which he feels binds his conscience 
it does not really relate at all to the subject of inquiry here! Are 
we to be prevented from obtaining from him the statement that, 
as a matter of fact, those witnesses who came here and said the 
obligation included one of retribution against this nation stated 
what was false! It seems to me Senator Smoot has some rights 
here as well as the witness. 

The Chairman. I understand the witness stated, in reply to your 
inquiry, that he would not like to answer it unless he could be as- 
sured that no further questions to that effect would be answered. I 
think, in fairness to the witness, I ought to state that if the question 
is asked and answered as to his interpretation of what the oath 
contains, or what it does not contain, he will then be requested to 
state what the.oath was. 

Mr. Worthinoton. I have stated, Mr. Chairman, that I do not 
intend to ask him about any interpretation of anything that was said, 
but whether anything was said about this nation or this Government 

The Chairman. That is the very thing that the other witnesses tes- 
tified was said. 

Mr. Worthinoton. No; I beg your pardon. 

The Chairman. I think it is fair to the witness that the committee 
will want the witness to state the obligation, then. 

Mr. Youno. In detail ? 

Mr. Tattler. I was going to say, Mr. Chairman, that I understood 
the chairman and the committee not to be disposed to use the power 
of the Senate to compel an answer to these questions, for sentimental 
reasons, and because, perhaps, it was not. worth while ; but Mr. 
Worthington's argument proceeds upon the theory that the Senate 
would be powerless to compel an answer to such a question or to 
punish as for contempt if the question were not answered. Certainly 
there is no soundness in that position. The witness could be com- 
pelled to answer or suffer the consequences of his refusal to answer. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Do you say that under the circumstances I 
have suggested a Mason could be required to tell here what the Ma- 
sonic ceremony is? 

Mr. Tayler. Of course he could, in a proper case. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Is this a proper case f That is the question. 

Mr. Tayler. Surely. These things have a basis of reason in them. 
Nobody is going to question the right of anybody who is a Mason to 
sit in the Senate because he is a Mason. Therefore the question is not 
a practical one; but suppose it were true? Assume that a great com- 
mittee of this great legislative body is seriously gathered together for 
the purpose ox seriously inquiring whether the obligations that a 
Mason took disqualify him to serve his country as a legislator. No 
Mason could keep his mouth shut if the pertinent inquiry was did he 
take an unpatriotic oath. Masonry can be no more said to be higher 
than the Government than the Mormon Church can, and it must yield 
if the exigencies of the public good demand that it should yield up its 
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innermost secrets; but everybody knows that no occasion for that will 
ever arise. 

Now, these witnesses hate not been pressed, for manifest reasons, 
and when a witness puts himself in the position in which this frank 
witness puts himself then it certainly is not just to him, or to the com- 
mittee, or to anybody else involved in the case to say : M Now. give us 

Smr interpretation of this oath. We will permit you to give your 
terpretation of it, and we will be bound by your interpretation of it, 
but we will not permit ourselves to ask you to give us a chance to put 
our interpretation on it" 

Mr* Worthington. Mr. Chairman, I yield to nobody in my defer- 
ence to the powers of the United States Senate, which this committee 
now represents; but we must all take notice of the* fact that there 
is a limitation upon the power even of a House of Congress. It 
is not so many years ago that my friend can not remember it that 
a committee sitting at the other end of this building undertook to 
require a citizen of this District to answer certain questions and 
produce certain papers. He refused to do so and was sent to jail 
for contempt by the House, with the result that the Supreme Court 
of the United States held that he was right in refusing to answer 
the question, and the Government finally had to pay, on behalf 
of the Sergeant-at- Arms, a lam sum of money.. 
The Chairman. The committee is familiar with that case. 
Mr. Wobthington. Of course I am dealing here with the legal 
Question whether the question which it is suggested may be asked 
this witness, if he answers my question, is one which the committee 
has power here to ask. That committee was proceeding under the 
direct authority of the House of Representatives to do just what it 
was doing, but it was held that the House had no power to authorize 
the committee to do that thing. Here the question is as to the 
qualifications of Senator Smoot to a seat in the Senate. The par- 
ticular charge with which we are concerned now is that he has at 
some time taken an obligation which it is said is inconsistent with 
his duty as a Senator, and the claim is made that that binds him to 
it, and that he would have to yield to it and not to the oath that he 
took when he took his seat. 

My friend. Brother Tayler, insists upon using the word " inter- 
pretation'." I would like to have the determination of the committee 
upon the question whether if a man says that nothing on a certain 
subject took place in a certain conversation, a ceremony, or at any 
place you may please, because he says that nothing on a certain 
subject took place, he can oe required to discuss everything that 
was said on anv other subject. I submit there is no such rule as 
that, and that is all I am contending for, and that this committee 
even would have no power, because a man said on a certain occa- 
sion, as to which it had a right to inquire, that nothing at all took 
place which concerns the matter before this committee, you could 
then require him to go into private disclosures about other things, 
including the agreements he made with the Almighty, or which he 
thought related to himself and the Almighty alone. The. plain 
distinction I am making; here is that this man says he has taken 
the same obligation, which concerns his religious duties with his 
God, and because I ask him whether he took any obligation which 
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oonoems this nation the committee can therefore require him to 
disclose what took place in his obligation to his Maker. 

That is my argument, and I say it ought not to be allowed. 

Just 1ft me say this. This is a suggestion which my associate, Mr, 
Van Cott very aptly makes here. When Mr. Lyman was upon the 
stand ana Mr. Roberts was upon the stand they were asked by the 
chairman of the committee, both of them, about this matter, and they 
went as far as I am asking this witness to go. If that could be done 
on behalf of the committee, why can not it be done in our behalf f 

The Chairman. Mr. Reporter, will you read the question! 

The reporter read 88 follows: 

"Mr. Worthington. Now, Mr. Young, the chairman asked vou 
about the endowment ceremony, and you expressed your unwilling- 
ness to state what is was. Have you any objection to stating whether 
it included in any form or shape any invocation of vengeance or 
retribution against this nation ? ,f 

Mr. Worthington. I will withdraw that question and put it this 
way: -/J-^:-, 

In that ceremony is there anything which relates to your duties 
or obligations to your Government or to this nation ? 

Mr. Young. I do not know that I lust understand the present situa- 
tion. I certainly have no desire to oe in contempt of this committee. 
That would be very far from my sentiments and desires. So the 
question in my mind is, Does an answer to this question open the en- 
tire matter to further questioning, or may I answer this and then 
decline? 

The Chairman. The Chair will state that when you have answered 
that question you will be requested to give the committee the whole 
ceremony—what did occur — so that the committee can judge whether 
that was in or not 

Mr. Young. Under the circumstances I shall decline to answer the 
question, if I may be permitted. 

The Chairman. The Chair thinks he ought to state that in fair- 
ness to the witness. 

Mr. Worthington. I will ask you this question : Whether in that 
ceremony you took any vow or incurred any obligation or anything 
incompatible with your giving full and supreme allegiance to the 
Unitea States or which obligated you to anything incompatible with 
your fully performing your duties as a citizen of the United States? 

Mr. Young. I suppose that question is open to the same objection. 
Therefore I decline. 

Mr. Worthington. It is a question which a member of the commit- 
tee asked of another witness, so I thought perhaps it might be al- 
lowed. Am I to understand the same ruling is made to that, Mr. 
Chairman, as to the other question ? 

The Chairman. There is no ruling about it, except I think that 
without any question the committee will want to know what the cere- 
mony was. The committee would like very much to know what it is. 

Mr. Worthington. So would I, from curiosity. 

The Chairbian. Have you anything further? 

Mr. Worthington. Oh, yes; we have some other questions. 

Perhaps you would not object to answering this question, then, 
Major Young: Is it common knowledge in Utah that for many 
years past persons who had taken this endowment ceremony have 



¥80 BUD 8MOOT. 

published or made known what purported to be this obligation and 
the tow of vengeance, and the penalties, and all that sort of thing? 

Mr. Youwo. I hare seen various publications which purport to 
give the ceremony. 

Mr. Worttunqton. As emanating from persons who had gone 
through the ceremonies! 

Mr. Yormo. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Woithikotok. Have you ever heard of anybody having his 
throat cut, or his bowels cut out, or anything of that kind in con- 
sequence of it f 

Mr. Young. Never. 

Mr. Worthington. There was a book called the " Stenhouse Book," 
published some years ago, which contained something about that, was 
there not? * 

Mr. Young. There are two Stenhouse books. Mrs. Stenhouse pub- 
lished a work called " Tell it All; " that has a chapter on that sub- 
ject. Mr. Stenhouse published the Rocky Mountain Saints. 

Mr. Worthington. Now, about the Moses Thatcher case. I under- 
stand you to say that your understanding is that at the first con- 
ference where that matter came up he was not submitted to the con- 
ference to be sustained, and that left his place with nobody fill- 
ing it? 

Mr. Young. That is my recollection, Mr. Worthington. 
Mr. Worthington. At the next conference the apostles having 
dropped him thev proposed somebody else in his place! 
Mr. Young. That is as I remember it 

Mr. Worthington. Who was sustained, and that put him out! 
Mr. Young. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Worthington. Was it not entirely competent for the confer- 
ence to refuse, as a similar conference many years before in Sidney 
Rigdon's case refused, to confirm the person nominated for the 
vacancy, and so leave him still an apostle? 

Mr. Young. I think so 5 yes, sir. That would be my judgment 

Mr. Worthington. Questions have been asked you as to what 
would have happened if something had happened at a conference. 
I believe the idea conveyed is what could be done in case it should 
turn out at a conference that the presidency and apostles should pro- 
pose somebody who is known to have entered into a plural marriage 
since the manifesto. Has anything of that kind happened sinco the 
manifesto, where somebody was proposed whom it was known, whom 
you knew, for instance, was in polygamy, or simply rumors or it? 

Mr. Young. Simply rumors. So far as my knowledge goes the 
membership of the church has had no suspicion that any of the 
apostles had violated the manifesto of 1890 until the investigations 
before this committee. That, at least, is my own frame of mind, and 
I may say that I do not understand that the fact has been proven 
beyond being mere rumors that there have been any such cases. Of 
course, before this committee there has been testimony with reference 
to Mr. Taylor. With reference to Mr. Cowley, I have heard stated 
that he has not entered into polygamous relations since the manifesto, 
and that he is not here is due, possibly, to the fact that he may have 
known that somebody has entered into polygamous relations, or may 
have performed a ceremonv. Various suggestions were made, but 
the impression so far as I have come in contact with it is that Mr. 
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Cowley has not violated that manifesto, and that is also the general 
impression — it all rests in rumor and speculation— with reference to 
Mr. Teasdale. 

Senator McComas. What did you say as to Taylor! I did not 
catch it Is that rumor also! 

Mr. Yotrwo. Yes. I stated, Senator, that I knew nothing more 
about it, and I thought that was the general frame of mind, further 
than what has come out in this committee. Speaking generally of 
the church, it may be that people living in certain localities had rea- 
son for suspicions which the majority of the people did not have. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You do not mean to say that the people in con- 
ference assembled, believing that an apostle nad entered into polyg- 
amous marriage since the manifesto, sustained him? 

Mr. Young. I can only repeat what I stated in answer to Mr. Tay- 
lor, that my idea is that as a general procedure the church would de- 
mand something more than rumor, and that is particularly so where, 
as with us in Utah, there is no end of rumors. There is a very vio- 
lent opposition, of course, in certain quarters to the Mormon Church 
and Mormon practices, and it seems that the opposition to the church 
and those practices does not stop short of manufacturing rumors. 
As a matter of fact, I believe I correctly state the attitude of the 
people generally, both Mormons and Gentiles, when I say that we 
accept most everything that pertains to these subjects, whicn are acri- 
moniously discussed, with a considerable grain of salt. 

Senator McComas. But if it were true, if the fact were known to 
everybody in the conference, what then would you answer? 

Mr. Young. I would still say, Senator, that following what I 
understand to be the proper procedure the conference would insist 
upon the matter being tried ana investigated. We have our tribunals 
for investigating those matters. 

Senator McComas. And if it were tried and found to be true- 
that is just what I was going to ask — what then would the conference 
in your opinion do? 

Mr. Young. I do not question that the conference would reject 
him. I will take this opportunity of stating I believe that the 
overwhelming majority of the Mormon people, as I have before 
stated — possibly you were not present, Senator — are in good faith 
in this matter of hew marriages and feel that we are placed in a very 
false, and unjust position before the world by reason of the mar- 
riages that have been performed, if there have been any, since the 
manifesto. It subjects what has been the reputation, as I have under- 
stood it, of the Mormon people for trustworthiness to considerable 
question. I believe the bulk of the Mormon people dislike to be 
placed in that attitude. Speaking for myself, I know that I do. 

Mr. Worthinoton. As to what has been asked you last by Sena- 
tor McComas, from what you know personally or by reputation of 
the presidency and the apostles, do you believe that if one of the apos- 
tles nad been tried and convicted of having taken a plural wife since 
the manifesto, they would even propound him to trie conference to 
be sustained? 

Mr. Young. I do not think they would; no, sir. 

The Chairman. May I ask you your opinion as to whether they 
would have proposed to the conference a man for the apostolate 
who was known to be living in polygamous cohabitation? 
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Mr. Young. They have already proposed Mr. Penrose to the eon* 
ference, and Mr. Penrose, I presume, is known to them (the rest of 
the community believing, so far as we are acquainted with him) to 
be a polygamist. As to nis living in polygamous relations, I do not 
know as to that. 

The Chairman. His name has been proposed ? 

Mr. Young. And sustained ; yes, air. 

The Chairman. And sustained t 

Mr. Youno. Yes, sir. I think that is already before this com- 
mittee* 

The Chairman. I understand so. Mr. Tayler, have you any fur- 
ther questions! 
Mr. Tayler. Nothing else. 

Mr. Woethington. Penrose was married before the manifesto? 
Mr. Young. I understand so. I understand his marriages are of 
very old date. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you say something about the attitude of both 
the Mormons and Gentiles in Utah respecting this matter of polyga- 
mous living? 

Mr. Youno. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. I want to ask just one question, Mr. Tayler, be- 
fore you proceed, because I have it in my mind. I may be mistaken, 
and I think I was. I thought you used the terms plural and celestial 
marriage as synonymous, meaning the same thing. 

Mr. Young. I do not remember, Senator, that I used the two ex- 
pressions; but they are not synonymous with us. 

The Chairman. They are not? 

Mr. Young. No, air; what is called the revelation on celestial mar- 
riage — I believe, it has been explained ; if so, I do not care to take the 
time of the committee 

The Chairman. Yes; it has been. 

Mr. Young. It includes the idea of marriage for time and for 
eternity. 

The Chairman. And that is all that signifies? 

Mr. Youno. Celestial marriage? 

The Chairman. Celestial marriage. 

Mr. Youno. Yes ; I think that is all that signifies. 

The Chairman. Now, Mr. Tayler, proceed. 

Mr. Tatlrr. I have in my hand here a telegram from the pastor of 
a Methodist Church at Salt Lake, in which he says that at the services 
of the church Sunday evening, January 15, a resolution was adopted 
and ordered to be sent to Washington, in these words : 

M Resolved, That we protest against the aspersions cast upon the law- 
abiding Gentiles of Utah by witnesses for the defense in the Sraoot 
case, wherein they accuse us of condoning the crimes acknowledged 
by the witnesses for the protestants." 

Do you understand that that expresses the view of any considerable 
body of the Gentiles of Salt Lake? 

Mr. Young. I think, Mr. Tayler, that that matter has, perhaps, 
been much better explained than I could explain it, by the witnesses 
who were on the stand yesterday, who were nonmembers of the 
church.' I refer to Judge McCarty and Judge Morris and Judge 
Miner, in this way, that tne attitude i of the nem -Mormons of Utah has 
been one rather of toleration than condonation; and I feel very sure 
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of my ground that they hare at least tolerated it because there have 
been no, or comparatively few. complaints made for a violation of it 
If they do not condone unlawful cohabitation, I do not see why they 
do not take the matters into the courts. Not only that, but I have 
talked with a great many of the non-Mormons, and they say they are 
perfectly indifferent as to the old conditions so long as no new mar- 
riages are performed. I might, however, draw this distinction, which 
I think is a distinction that is drawn both by non-Mormons and Mor- 
mons — thU is, between unlawful cohabitation in what I might call 
its lighter aspects and unlawful cohabitation which results in the 
maintenance of the marriage relations. I- think the community 
draws quite a distinction there. I think there is a sentiment in the 
Mormon community ? even in relation to old polygamous marriages, 
against bringing children into the' world who, under the laws, are 
necessarily illegitimate children and who must bear that onus the rest 
of their lives. 

The committee no doubt is aware of the fact that what has been 
construed to be unlawful cohabitation by even the Supreme Court of 
the United States has been the holding out as a wife or more than one 
woman, and our own courts in Utah nave gone to the extent even of 
declaring that to go over to the house of the polygamous- wife to chop 
some wood or in any way to recognize her is unlawful cohabitation. 

Mr. Worthington. I would like to remark here, Mr. Tayler, as you 
have read this telegram into the record, that I do not recall any wit- 
ness for the defense who has testified that the people of Utah or any 
part of them have condoned the crimes referred to. They all ex- 
pressly disclaimed that word. That was a word that fell from one of 
your witnesses, J oseph F. Smith. 

Mr. Tayler. He was one of our witnesses. I plead guilty. 

The Chairman. Have you any further questions to ask this witness, 
gentlemen ? If not, who is your next ? 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. E. D. R. Thompson. 

TESTIMOHY 0* S. D. B. THOMPSON. 

E. D. H. Thompson being duly sworn, was examined, and testified 
as follows: 
Mr. Van Cott. What is your age? 
Mr. Thompson. I am 47. 
Mr. Van Cott. Where were you born f 

Mr. Thompson. I was born in Wisconsin ; in Waukesha County. 

Mr. Van Cott. And grew to manhood there? 

Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And were educated there? 

Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you finally goto Utah? 

Mr. Thompson. I went to Utah in 1889. 

Mr. Van Cott. And where have you resided since that timet 

Mr. Thompson. In Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you a profession? 

Mr. Thompson. I am an attorney at law. , 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you been practicing that profession f 

Mr. Thompson. Since 1879. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you a member of the Mormon Church? 
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Mr. Thompson. No, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Have you ever beent 
Mr. Thompson. Never. ^ . # m 

Mr. Yak Cott. Have you had any official position in Utah f 
Mr. Thompson, Well, I have been judge of electioLfl—eomething 
of that kind. 

* Mr. Van Cott. But no judicial position! 
Mr. Thompson. No. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you taken an interest in politics since you 
have been in Utah! 
Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. And what are your politics! 
Mr* Thompson. I am a Republican. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you attended the Republican conventions! 

Mr. Thompson. Very often. 

Mr. Van Cott. Which! State, county, or both! 

Mr. Thompson. Both. 

Mr. Van Cott. Many times or not! 

Mr. Thompson. Almost every time they had one. 

Mr. Van Cott. How general is your acquaintance in Salt Lake 

C%! • .. . 

Mr. Thompson. It is extensive. 

Mr. Van Cott. And in Salt Lake County! 

Mr. Thompson. The same. 

Mr. Van Cott. And in the State of Utah! 

Mr. Thompson* My acquaintance is general in the State. 

Mr. Van Cott. When you went to Utah, how did you find the con- 
ditions there as to whether everything was pleasant among the dif- 
ferent classes, or whether there were bitter animosities! 

Mr. Thompson. The situation when I went to Utah was very much 
disturbed, socially and politically. 

Mr. Van Cott. And relipously ! 

Mr. Thompson. And religiously; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you a member of a church! 

Mr. Thompson. No, sir, I am not, although I attend the Congre- 
gational Church. 

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Thompson, during the years from 1889 up to 
the present have you taken an interest in public affairs! 

Mr. Thompson! Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And of course you have known, in a general way, 
about the rumors of unlawful cohabitation and polygamy, and such 
things as that! 

Thompson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is the sentiment among the Gentiles in re- 
gard to violations of the law against unlawful cohabitation where 
the marriages were performed prior to the manifesto! 

Mr. Thompson. Well, they have always been treated by the Gen- 
tiles in a spirit of toleration. 

Mr. Van Cott. Does that express jour full idea on the subject! 
If it does, I will proceed. Were you in Salt Lake City when Joseph 
F. Smith testified for the protestants in this case! 

Mr. Thompson. Yea, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Were you connected in any way at that time with 
finding out what the sentiment was on that particular subject! 
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Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir; in this way: There was a meeting called 
in Salt Lake City by some of the non-Mormon citizens to take soma 
steps with reference to sanding a protest here against the view taken by 
Joseph F, Smith in his testimony, in which he stated, I believe, that 
the non-Mormon community had condoned these offenses. I signed 
that protest, and at that meeting I was appointed chairman of a 
committee to investigate the advisability of forming an opposition, 
politically, to the Mormons there in Salt Lake County. In that 
capacity, and at the suggestion of the meeting that this committee 
should be increased to twenty-five, I submitted the proposition to 
certain prominent Gentiles as to whether they would become members 
of the committee. I approached several prominent Gentiles on the 
subject and they refused to have anything to do with it. They 
refused to become members of the committee and stated that they 
thought it was ill advised and injudicious, and that it would be a 
great deal better to leave matters as they were ; that they would finally 
adjust themselves. I also discussed the matter with other people, 
non-Mormons, and saw several interviews with prominent men. like 
W. S. McOornick, in the Deseret News, as to what thev thought of 
the movement; and although at a subsequent meeting the committee 
was completed by the addition of twenty members and power given 
me to call this committee together, on account of the sentiment mat I 
found existing among the majority of the Gentiles in regard to the 
matter, the committee was never called together, and nothing was 
done at that time. 

Mr. Van Con. As I understand, you do draw a distinction between 
what is termed " condonation " and what is termed " toleration," and 
you use the word advisedly! 

Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you heard of men who were married before 
the manifesto living in unlawful cohabitation? 

Mr. Thompson. Well, generally reported so. I lived for many 
years opposite Bishop Morris, of the Eleventh Ward. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is that the gentleman who was referred to this 
morning? s 

Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir; his family and his children were at my 
house nearly every day, and mine at his house. I have known Bishop 
Morris for eleven or twelve years. 

Mr. Van Cott. You know he is a polygamist, I suppose? 

Mr. Thompson. I suppose so. I have mat idea. 

Mr. Van Cott. And if you have no positive knowledge on 'the 
question, I suppose you have a belief as to whether he is living in 
unlawful cohabitation? 

Mr. Thompson. I believe he is. 

Mr. Van Cott. Now, Mr. Thompson, what is the sentiment of the 
Gentiles in Utah, why they do not inform and report on these cases? 
I wish you would give it as fully as you can, so that we will have a 
correct appreciation. 

Mr. Thompson. Well, the general idea has been that this condition 
of things would gradually die away by the lapse of time. It has 
been generally repugnant to most people to take any position as 
against the Mormons in this matter which would imply either prose- 
cution or persecution. In other words, they did not care to be 
informers. 
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Mr. Yak Cott. Now, in regard to other offenses. Salt Lake City 
is just like other cities,- in a way, is it, in that there are violations of 
the law! 

Mr. Thompson. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Ana do Gentiles, or do Mormons, whenever they 
. know of a violation of law. go and report it f 

Mr. Thompson. No, sir; they would not report, and have not re- 
ported, these cases of unlawful cohabitation any more than they have 
reported offenses against public morals in the way of gambling or 
of liquor selling on Sunday, which is carried on there all the time to 
the knowledge of everyone*. 

Senator McComas. They do not tell on each other! 

Mr. Thompson. They do not tell; no. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you mean that they do not tell on each other, 
Mr. Thompson! 
Mr. Thompson. No; I do not mean that 

Mr. Van Cott. You do not mean that all the men there indulge in 
these practices! 
Mr. Thompson. Oh, no. 

Mr. Van Cott. You have mentioned Bishop Morris as living across 
the road from your house, and his children being at your house. 
Have you seen what is called by the Supreme Court of the United 
States this offensive flaunting of the polygamous relation! 

Mr. Thompson. No, sir; X never saw it 

Mr. Van Cott. And do you know of it with anyone else besides 
Bishop Morris ! 

Mr. Thompson. I know that certain Mormons have been generally 
reported to be living in unlawful cohabitation—sustaining those re- 
lations— but I have never heard of it being flaunted in any way. 

While you have lived in Salt Lake have you taken 
this general interest in politics that most men do, or have you been 
close down among the voters to know their sentiments and how they 
work! 

Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir; I have been a candidate for office myself , 
and when I am I generally get close to them if 1 can. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Van Cott. Then I would like to know your opinion as to the 
constancy of the Mormon voters in adhering to their party lines. 

Mr. Thompson. They have always been more faithful to their 
party affiliations than the non-Mormons. I know that from personal 
experience. 

Mr. Van Cott. You have analyzed the vote for that purpose, have 
you! 

Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. What did you discover about Mormons being in- 
fluenced like other people in their political convictions or their 
political opinions! 

Mr Thompson. I have never discovered that they are more than 
any other people. They may be governed by their friendships or 
acquaintance. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you run for a judicial position in Salt Lake 
County! 

Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir; I was a candidate for one of the judge- 
ships in what is called the third judicial district at the first State 
election on the ^Republican ticket 
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Mr; Van Cott. Who w<a your opponent! 

Mr. Thompsok. Mr. Legrand Young. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is he a practicing lawyer! 

Mr. Thompson* Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott, And a Mormon! 

Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And how does he stand in the community, with • 
Gentiles and Mormons? 

Mr. Thompson. Well, Mr. Young is a very prominent and well 
thought of citizen. 

Mr. Van Cott. How did you hold up with your associates who were 
Mormons: on your ticket in the Mormon precinct, if you had occasion 
to notice? 

Mr. Thompson. Well, I ran ahead of Mr. Young in many Mor- 
mon communities. 

Mr. Van Cott. When you first went to Utah 

Mr. Thompson. And I also ran ahead of my Mormon associate 
on my own ticket. 

Mr. Van Cott. I see. When you went to Utah, Mr. Thompson! 
did you take any interest in studying what is denominated the Mor- 
mon question? 

Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir. 

Air. Van Cott. And you did study it, did you? 

Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Van Cott. And are these sentiments that you have expressed 
here the result of the study and the association that you have had in 
Utah, or have you ever changed your opinion on the situation since 
you have' been there ? 

Mr. Thompson. Well, I have changed my opinion 

Mr. Van Cott. In what way? 

Mr. Thompson. Very fliuch in the last two years — I may say in 
the last year. 

Mr. Van Cott. Just express yourself a little more clearly, please, 
and fullv. 

Mr. Thompson. Well, I have investigated the question with ref- 
erence to the so-called church influence in politics this last year 
closer than I ever did before, for the purpose of finding out for my 
own satisfaction. I took quite a prominent part in the last Repub- 
lican State convention. The nomination of the candidate for gov- 
ernor was charged by certain non-Mormons to be the result of 
church dictation. I lcnow positively that is not true. The contest 
was carried on purely on political lines, leading Mormons taking an 
active part in the canvass of each of the leading candidates. I speak 
of that convention because it was charged afterwards that the nomi- 
nation of Mr. Cutler, the present governor, was secured by church 
dictation. 

Mr. Van Cott. By those who were defeated ? 

Mr. Thompson. The non-Mormons in that convention were, I 
should say, about equally divided in their support of the two candi- 
dates. I have reason to know that the Mormons, although they by 
their numbers control, or could control the political situation, nave 
always — at any rate for the last three or four years — treated the 
Gentiles very fairly, most fairly, in the distribution of offices and 
political honors. 

S.Doc. 486, 59-1, vol 2- — 63 
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Mr. Van Cott. Taking the last city election, in your opinion was 
the result there, brought about by the influence of the Mormon 
Church! 

Mr. Thompson. No; it was not 

Mr. Van Cott. Was it due, in your opinion, to other causes? 
Mr. Thompson. It was. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion as to whether polygamy is 
dying but, and also as to the sentiment of Mormons on that question? 

Mr. Thompson. I think, from my experience and from what I 
know of the situation there, that polygamy is dying out, and that the 
sentiment of the younger Mormons, at any rate, is decidedly against 
polygamy and its relations. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long haVe you known Reed Smoot? 

Mr. Thompson* I have known Senator Smoot intimately for four 
yearsr^ 

Mr. Van Cott. Has he been prominent in the politics, of the Re- 
publican party in Utah ? 

Mr. Thompson. He has been very prominent for the last four years 
to my certain knowledge. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know whether he was before that ? 

Mr. Thompson* I think he was* 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your opinion as to whether the fact that 
he was an apostle helped or handicapped him in the race for United 
States Senator? 

• Mi* Thompson. I do not think it helped him any. 
. Mr. Van Cott. What would you say, takings the political condi- 
tions aa they existed at the time of his candidacy, as to whether he 
was a logical candidate for the position? 

Mr. Thompson. He was the logical candidate for many reasons. 

Mr. Van Cott* For many reasons? 

Mr, Thompson. Or, I will say for a number of reasons. 

Senator Overman. What were the reasons? State the reasons. 

Mr. Thompson. Well, in the first place, geographically, as we term 
it in politics* he was the logical candidate* because he lived in Utah 
County, and it was not desirable that both Senators should come from 
Salt Mike County* He was the logical candidate in that respect 
He was a logical candidate because at the time of the State conven- 
tion, four years ago, he was talked of prominently as a candidate 
for governor and was considered the Republican leader in what we 
call the southern section of the State* 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you finished, Senator? 

Senator Ovebman. Yes. 

The Chaibman. Are there any further questions? 

Mr. Van Cott. Yes; one or two more. Do you know whether or 
not men who supported Mr. Smoot for the Senatorship after he was 
an apostle later on opposed him? 

Mr, Thompson. I do not know that I have any personal knowledge 
of that 

Mr* Van Cott. Do you have any repute? 
Mr. Thompson. Yes; it is reputed so* 

Mr. Van Cott. You have that Do you know Angus M. Cannon, jr., 
personally? 
Mr. Thompson. Yea, 
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Mr. Van Cott. Do yon know bis general reputation in the com- 
munity in which he lives lor truthfulness ? 
* Mr. Thompson. Yes. 

Mr. Yak Cott, Is it good or bad? 

Mr. Thompson. Bad. 

Mr. Van Cott. Would you believe him under oath f 

Mr. Thompson. Well, I do not like to answer that question. 

Mr Van Cott. Well, I am informed by Colonel Worthington that 
that is the proper .question in this District^ although the last question 
is not proper in the State of Utah. That is the reason I asked it 

Mr, Worthinoton. I do not know that the rule in the District 
would govern the Senate. 

Mr. Van Cott. I will not press the question any further on that 
particular subject That is all I have. 

Mr. Tayleb. Where did you live with reference to the place where 
Bishop Morris lived! 

Mr.. Thompson. Right across the street 

Mr.* Tayler. Across the street? 

Mr. Thompson. Yes. 
, Mr. Tayleb. How long have you lived across the street from himf 

Mr. Thompson. Well, I have lived there for about twelve years. 

Mr. Tatlbr. And he for how long ? 

Mr* Thompson. Well, he was living there when I came to Salt 
Lake. I do not know how long he lived there. 
Mr. Tayleb. How many wives is he reputed to haVe? 
Mr. Thompson, I think he was reputed to have three at one time, 
Mr. Tayleb. And at that one place, toot. 
Mr. Thompson, Yes. 

Mr. Tayleb. They lived there together, did they not; not in one 
house, but in ad joining properties? 

Mr. Thompson. Well, they had two or three houses on the same lot 

Mr. Tatlbr. Yes. Then, did you hear of the death — is it a fact 
that his legal wife died ? 

Mr. Thompson. I can not answer that from personal knowledge. 
One of his wives did die. Which one I do not know. 

Mr. Tayler. Did you hear of his taking another after the death 
of that one? 

Mr. Thompson. No. 

Mr. Tayler. Did he have children by these wives? 
Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. That is, children born to them since 1890? 
Mr. Thompson. I do not know. 

Mr. Tayler. You do not know ? You" do not know whether there 
were small children about in the last ten years ? 

Mr. Thompson. Well, so far as I know, I do not think he had any 
children born since 1890. That would be my recollection of it from 
what I know of the children. 

Mr. Tayler. What? 

Mr. Thompson. From what I know of the children and their ages 
I should say not 

Mr. Tayleb. Did you read with " amazement, indignation, and 
disgust " the testimony of President Smith? 
Mr. Thompson. I think I did. 
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Mr, Tayler. Your memory is indistinct about it, is it! 

Mr. Thompson. I know tnat I signed a protest I can not recol- 
lect what the language of that protest was. 

Mr. Tayubr. Did you most emphatically repudiate and repel the 
allegations, in substance, that " knowing of President Smith's defiant 
lawlessness " you are accessories to his crime! 

Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayubr. Did yoifaav that, on the contrary, H he and the other 
polygamic have surrounded themselves with an impenetrable wall 
of secrecy V 

Mr. Thompson. I can not remember the exact wording of the pro- 
test, Mr. Tayler, but if that is the protest you are reading from, and 
I signed it, I certainly did. - 

Mr. Tayler. You believed all that was in it? 

Mr. Thompson. Bishop Morris did not have any impenetrable wall 
about his several homes, did he? I was not condoning his offenses 
either.-' : ... ' - ; • <•..;.;.: 

Mr. Tayler. Did vou believe a year ago, or last spring, thiit the 
a public sentiment of the law-abiding people in Salt Lake has at all 
times been zealous for the punishment of polygamy and polygamous 
practices as well as of other crimes ?" 

Mr. Thompson. Colonel Nelson* who wrote that protestr— * 

Mr. Tayler. Yes; I know— - — 

Mr. Worthinciton. Oil* let him answer, Mr. Tayler. ' 

Mr. Tayler. I toant him to answer whether he believed that. This 
is a personal question to him. 

Mr. Worthinoton. You might as well let him answer about 
Colonel Nelson, because I will ask him about it if you do not. 

Mr. Tayler. Mr. Worthington, you are always full of threats. I 
would rather let him answer than to have you do that Go on with 
the answer. 

Mr. Thompson. If I had written that protest myself it is possible 
that 1 misfit not have colored it so highly as Colonel Nelson has, I 
not having his rhetorical powers of diction. 

Mr. Tayler That hardly answers my question. 

Mr. Thompson. What was it? 

Mr. Tayler. Possibly you might not have colored it so highly. Is 
it a fact that the public sentiment of the law-abiding people of Salt 
Lake has at all times been zealous for -the punishment of polygamy 
and polygamous practices as well as of other crimes ? 

Mr. Thompson. I do not think it has, in that sense of the word. 

Mr. Tayler. How much are jou going to shade that adjective 
w sealous are you goimr to run it down to tt tolerate?" 

Mr. Thompson. Well, I am not going to shade it at all, I am go- 
ing to just leave it 

Mr. TAYiaa. Leave it? Then it is a fact, is it? , 

Mr. Thompson. It is a fact that the community in that sense of the 
word has not always been zealous in regard to that, I should imagine, 

Mr. Tayler. Then you signed this ill-advisedly, did you ? 

Mr. Thompson. I knew in a general way. I had heard it read, and 
I signed it I knew what I was signing. 

Mr. Taylu. You did know what jm were signing I 

Mr, Thompson. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Taylbr. Well, now, wiis this signature of yours carelessly 
given, or have you changed your mind? \ 

Mr. Thompson. I do not think I have changed my mind since I 
signed that. 

Mr, Tayler. Then that part of what you signed did not express 
yotfr conviction? 
Mr. Thompson. What part? 
Mr. Tayler (reading) : 

u The public sentiment of the law-abiding people of Salt Lake has 
at all times been zealous for the punishment of polygamy and polyg- 
amous practices." 

Is that right? 

Mr. Thompson. The sentiment may have been zealous, but it has 
not been carried out, certainly. 

Mr. Tayler. I wish you would read the question I asked, Mr. Re- 
porter. 

The reporter read as follows: 

" Mr. tayler. Then that part of what you signed did not express 
your conviction ? 
" Mr. Thompson. What part? 

" Mr. Tayler, 4 The public sentiment of the law-abiding people of 
Salt Lake has at all times been zealous for the punishment of polyg- 
amy and polygamous practices. ' Is that right ? " 

Mr. Thompson. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. It did not express your conviction? 
Mr. Thompson. Yes; it did.* * 

Mr. Tayler. I did not want to misunderstand you. Is it a fact 
that at this time last spring, u owing to the power and control of the 
polygamist hierarchy over their people, ana the pressure they have 
constantly brought to bear upon them in support of the special crime 
to which they are prone, it has become a matter of discipline with all 
who are under that domination to refrain from talking about polyg- 
amous relations, and to deny knowledge of the same on all occa- 
sions ?" Was that true ? 

Mr. Thompson. I do not think that is quite true. 

Mr. Tayler. What? 

Mr. Thompson. I do not think that is quite true. 
Mr. Tayler. Was it^true then ? 

Mr. Thompson. No; it was not any more true then than it is now. 

Mr. Tayler. "The one who would reveal his knowledge of these 
matters has been stigmatized as a traitor, a spy, and an informer, and 
among the devotees of the Mormon Church is held to be infamous*" 
Was that true then ? 

Mr. Thompson. I think that is true ; yes. 

Mr. Tayler. " Whoever betrays the polygamist is subject to ostra- 
cism, abuse, deprivation of business, and to every penalty which un- 
bridled, unscrupulous power can inflict." Is that true? 

Mr. Thompson. No; I do not think that is true. 

Mr. Tayler. What part of it was not true ; or was none of it true? 

Mr. Thompson. Well, I do not think people have been persecuted 
because they said anvthing about a polygamist. 

Mr. Tayleb* You do not? Did you believe then that "startling 



998 MED SHOOT. 

as the disclosures were, certainly there are deeper depths than hare 
yet been sounded V } 

Mr* Thompson. Weil) I do not know exactly what the colonel 
meant by that 

Mr. Tayleb. You did not undertake to erase any part of this busi- 
ness when you signed it? 
Mr. Thompson. Oh, no. 
Mr. Tayleb. Were you in a frenzy at the time! 
Mr. Thompson. No, 

Mr. Tatleb. Were you in a state of high excitement of any sort! 

Mr. Thompson. No. 

Mr. Tayleb. You did it cooly ? 

Mr. Thompson. I did not want to destroy 

Mr. Tayleb. What? 

Mr. Thompson. I did not propose to destroy the Colonel's handi- 
work. I was willing to let it go. 

Mr. Tayleb. This was just a little thing. You would, of course, 
sign a document of this sort, addressed to the Senate of the United 
States, without any particular regard to whether it was true or not? 

Mr. Thompson. No 5 I would not. 

Mr. Tayleb. Well, you did, did you not? 

Mr. Thompson* No; I signed that with the best intentions and 
in the best of faith. 

Mr. Tayleb. But your intentions were not so good but that even 
a determination to tell the truth would not permit you to meddle with 
Colonel Nelson's rhetoric* Is that right ? 

Mr. Thompson. Head that question, please. 

Mr. Tayleb. Now, we will get rid of the rhetoric and take the 
kernel—not Colonel Nelson, but the heart of this. Did you believe 
that, notwithstanding the remarkably startling disclosures, "deeper 
depths were yet to be sounded ? " It is very hard to express that any 
better, but did you think so? 

Mr. Thompson. Well, as I said before, I do not know what that 
means. 

Mr. Tayleb. You do not? 

Mr. Thompson. No. 

Mr. Tayleb. Well, now, suppose that he meant—I would like to 
be able to help you— that startling as the things were that had been 
disclosed, there were still more startling things, if the truth were 
Jcnown. Did you believe that? 

Mr. Thompson. I believed that it might be so. * 

Mr. Taymsb. Did you believe this: " We also most earnestly protest 
against the continuance of the state of degradation and immoral 
living the testimony referred to discloses, and demand that the laws 
against this crime shall be enforced with such vigor as to compel the 
defiant transgressors to come within the law and keep good faith 
with our generous nation ? " 

Mr* Thompson* I believed that 

Mr. Tayleb* Do you believe it now! 

Mr. Thompson. Yes. 

Mr. Tayleb* You still believe these men are defiant transgressors, 
do yon? 

Sir. Thompson. Well 

Mr. Tayleb. Do yout 
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Mr. Thompson* I think bo. Some of them are* 
Mr. Tayleb. And you think that the people out there tolerate 
defiance? 

Mr. Thompson. I do not think the people generally understood 
the situation until this investigation was had. 

Mr. Tayleb. I understand. But it is had now, up to a certain 
point The use of the word " defiant " followed the testimony, did it 
not, Joseph F. Smith ? 

Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Tayleb. Now, do the people out there tolerate what they call 
defiant disobedience to the law ? 
Mr, Thompson. No. 

Mr. Tayleb.. Do they recognize that anybody is defiantly disregard- 
ing the law? 
Mr. Thompson. Well, many of them do. 

Mr. Tayleb. Many of them. You signed this along with many 
others^ho did not read it, I suppose, like you! 
Mr. Thompson. Yes. 
Mr. Tayleb, That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is all, Mr. Chairman, for the present 
The Chaibman. Who is your next witness? 
Mr. Van Cott. Mr. De Moisy? 

TESTIMONY OF CHARLES DE MOISY. 

Charles De Moisy, being duly sworn, was examined and testified, 
as follows: 

Mr. Van Cott. Your name is Charles De Moisy? 
Mr. De Moisy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Where do you live, Mr. De Moisy t 
Mr. De Moisy. In Salt Lake City, Utah. 
, Mr. Van Cott. Where were you born? 
Mr. De AfoiSY. I was born in East Tennessee, 
Mr. Van Cott. How long did you live there I 
Mr. Do Moisy. In East Tennessee? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes. 
Mr. De Moisy. Until the fall of 1864. 
Mr. Van Cott. What age were you ? 
Mr. De Moisy. When Tleft there? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes. 

Mr. De Moisy. Nearly 14 years of age — between 13 and 14. 

Mr. Van Cott. And where did you go then ? 

Mr. De Moisy. I went to Cincinnati. 

Mr. Van Cott. And you lived in different places, did you? 

Mr. De Moisy. I went to Cincinnati, and from there I went into 
the western country and finally reached Utah. 

Mr. Van Cott. When? 

Mr. De Moisy. In October of 1889, 1 think. 

Mr. Van Cott. Where did you live in Utah ? 

Mr. De Moisy. I lived in southern Utah during that winter; the 
next March — March of 1890 — I came to Provo City and I lived there 
until a year ago last August, when I moved to Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Van Cott, What is your age? 

Mr. De Moisy. I am 53, past. 
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Mr. Van Cott. Do you hold any position in Utah t 
Mr. Db Moisy. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. What? 

Mr. Db Moisy. I am commissioner of the State bureau of statistics. 
Mr. Van Cott. Under the law of Utah are you compelled to reside 
at the capital I 
Mr. Dk Moist. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Oh, you are not one of those officers? 
Mr. Db Moist. No, sir; I moved to Salt Lake City on account of 
the schools— -for convenience. 
Mr. Tayler. What is his office? 
Mr. Van Cott. What was your office? 

Mr. Db Moist. I have charge of the bureau of statistics— commis- 
sioner. a 
Mr. Van Cott. Are you a member of the Mormon Church! 
Mr. Db Moist. No, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Have you ever been? 
Mr. Db Moist. No, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Do you belong to a church? 
Mr. Db Moist. Yes and no. 

Mr. Tatlbh. This is too much. I wish you would not ask that 
question at all. * 

Mr. v Van Cott. I want to get a man who belongs to some one of 
the churches. ' , . . _ , 

Mr. Db Moist. I suppose I do belong to a church. I was born 
and brought up in the Episcopal Church and I have never left it. 

Mr. Van Cott. Your family, at least, belong to that church? 

Mr. Db Moist. No. 

Mr. Van Cott. Oh, they dp not? 

Mr. Db Moist. No ; my wife is a Methodist, and that is the reason 
I have not attended the Episcopal Church very much. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is it has influenced you to keep away from 
the Episcopal Church? I see. Were you in Provo before the divi- 
sion on party lines ? 

Mr. Db Moist. Yes, sir. , _ 

Mr. Van Cott. And I suppose in those early days you knew Mr. 

Mr. Db Moist. I think I got acquainted with Mr. Smoot in the 
fall of 1890 or the winter of 1890-91. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you taken an interest m politics and public 
affairs? 

Mr. Db Moisy. Yes, sir. . , a 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you been in the political conventions? 

Mr. Db Moisy. I think I have been in every convention, since the 
division on party lines, as a delegate. 

Mr. Van Cott. Ana what about the county conventions? 

Mr. Db Moisy. In Utah County I think I never missed a con- 
vention. 

Mr. Van Cott. In politics what are you ? 

Mr. Db Moist. I am a Bepublican. . « . 

Mr. Van Cott. Were yott in the convention that was held at 
Ogden, where it was steted by Judge Powers that it was reputed that 
Judge Booth nominated himself for Congress! 
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Mr. Db Moist* Yes, sir; I was a delegate to that convention. I 
was a member of the committee on platform. 
Mr. Van Cott. Are yon personally a piainted with Judge Booth! 
Mr. Db Moisy. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Yak Cott. Is ne at the present time a district judge of the 
territory that takes in Provo and Utah County ? 

Mr. Be Moist. Yes, sir; he is the judge of the fourth judicial 
district, which includes Utah County, Wasatch County, and Uinta 
County. 

Mr. Van Cott. As* you were present, I would like from you a 
statement about Judge Booth in that convention, and in regard to 
him nominating himself, as was stated. 

Mr, Tayler. Is this one of your men of straw that you got Judge 
Powers to construct, and now are you going to knock him down? 

Mr. Van Cott. No j I think you drew it out. 

Mr. Tatler.* Well, it will take less time to let him tell it. 

Mr. Db Moist. That was in 1896, at the time the Republicans of 
Utah lost their heads and went crazy after Bryan. The Silver Re- 
publicans, so called, met in Salt Lake City and nominated a man 
living in Provo, named Holbrook, for Congress. We held the regular 
Republican convention at Ogden following that, and at that time the 
Silver Republicans attempted to force the nomination of Mr. Hol- 
brook upon the Republican party. There was a great deal of opposi- 
tion, especially from the Republicans of Utah County. . We had no 
candidate to name, but we named John £. Booth. There was a good 
deal of bitter feeling at that convention^ a good deal of pretty hard 
talk; and Judge Booth at that time — that was before he was judge- 
was discussing some political point, and the house had made a ruling 
that nobody should have the floor except for the purpose of nominat- 
ing a candidate or seconding the nomination of somebody who had 
been nominated. They raised a point of order on Judge Booth that 
he was not either nominating a candidate or seconding* the nomina- 
tion of a candidate. The chair ruled him out of order, arid he 
answered back : "lam seconding the nomination of John E. Booth," 
Mr. Van Cott. That was himself? 

Mr. Db Moisy. That was himself. The house took it good- 
naturedly and allowed him to finish his argument. 

Mr. Van Cott. Was it taken there seriously that Judge Booth was 
nominating himself for Congress? 

Mr. De Moisy. Not seriously. They simply appreciated his wit in . 
holding the floor as aga inst the ruling of the chai r. 

Mr. van Cott. While you have been connected with the politics 
of Utah County what have you observed about the constancy of the 
Mormon votersln adhering to their party lines ? 

Mr. De Moisy. The only precincts in Utah County that ever cast a 
straight Republican vote are overwhelmingly Mormon precincts. 
There is one precinct in Utah County 

Mr. Wobthington. A straight Republican vote, did you say? 

Mr. De Moisy. Yes, sir ; that the vote of the Republican party is 
always straight. Whatever one candidate gets the other gets. That 
is Alpine. I think the Mormons have voted closer to their party 
ticket than the Gentiles have. 

Mr, Van Cott. And as to the offices of Utah County, what would 
you say as to the division between Mormons and Gentiles? 
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Mr. De Moisy. The Gentiles have always had their share, and a 
little more* 

Mr. Van Cott. Take the legislators at the present time from Utah 
County. How many are there for the Utahlegisla tore f 

Mr.T>B Moisy. Utah County is entitled to four representatives and 
two senators— estate representatives and State senators. 

Mr/ Van Cott. What is the division just at present as to them! 

Mr. Da Moist. One of the senators is a Mormon and one is a Gen- 
tile. Two of the representatives are Mormons and two are Gentiles. 

Mr. Van Cott. You are well acquainted in Provo, are youf 

Mr. De Moisy. Yes, sir. 

Mr* Van Cott. About what is the population! 

Mr. De Moisy. About 7,000. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know many people there? 

Mr. De Moisy. Yes: until a year ago I knew nearly everybody 
there, man, woman, and child. 

Mr. Van Cott. According to your knowledge or according to the 
repute at that time, what have you to say as to the number of poiyga- 
mists in Provot 

Mr. De Moist. Well, I do not know. There are quite a number of 
people living in Prove— quite a number of men living there who had 
been poiygamists, but a good many of them had Tost their wives 
through death. 

MrrVAN Cott. Yes. , • ••. # V • , HQ 

Mr. De Moisy. I suppose, probably, in Provo there are maybe 18 
or 90 iwly^mists now. s . v 
Mr. Van Cott. Have you checked them off lately ? 
Mr. De Moisy. I ran through my mind to recall who were reputed 

jlr^lN^boTT. Do you think there are that many ? 

Mr. De Moisy. Yes; I thinlc there are. , 

Mr> Van Cott. Mr. De Moisy, I will ask you to check that over 
carefully. I will not stop now to have you do it, but I will recall 
you for the purpose of checking over the list to see if you are right 
in that number Do you know whether any of the poiygamists have 
kept the manifesto so far as it pertains to unlawful cohabitation t 

Mr. De Moist. I think several of them have. I am satisfied the 
president of the stake has. 

Mr. Van Cott. Who is he? , . 

Mr. Da Moisy. Mr. David John.. I have talked with him fre- 
quently about it, and he has always insisted that he obeyed the law 
ever since the manifesto, and I believe he has. 

Mr. Van Cott. When you spoke of the eighteen or twenty polyga- 
mists did you mean those who have been poiygamists or did you 
mean those who were living in polygamy? 

Mr. De Moisy. Oh, I mean those who have been poiygamists, of 

course. , , , . . 

Mr. Van Cott. Oh I How many are there who live in polygamy ! 
Mr. De Moisy. At this timet 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes. , , 

Mr. Db Moisy. Practicing polygamous relations? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes. 

Mr. De Moisy. I do not think there are over two or three. 
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Mr. Van Cott: What is the sentiment, as you know it, regarding 
the punishment of those who live in polygamous cohabitation where 
the marriages were celebrated before the manifesto? 

Mr. Db Moist. I think there is a matter of indifference about it 

Mr. Van Cott. With the Gentiles? 

Mr. Db Moist* Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. You have known of some two or three men in 
Provo who have been living contrary to the law of unlawful co- 
habitation? 

Mr. Db Moist. I think I have. 

Mr. Van Cott. What is the sentiment about informing and report- 
ing those cases ? 

Mr. De Moist. Well, I judge the others" feel a good deal like I do 
about it. They act the same way. I myself have thought that the 
less said about those things the better. When I first went into Provo 
about 75 per cent of the criminal cases on the calendar were charges 
of violations of the sexual relation, and I had to scan every paper that 
came into my house, because I did not care for my children to read 
that kind df matter. 
The Chairman. What year was that? 
Mr. Db Moist. That was in 1880. 
The Chairman. When you went to Provo? 
Mr. Db Moist. Yes, sir. It has always seemed to me that it was 
a great deal better to pay no attention to those things than to make 
them public. The others have acted just like I have. 

Mr. van Cott. What is the sentiment among the Mormons as to 
new polygamous marriages since the manifesto, and what is the senti- ' 
ment also of the younger Mormons as to polygamy? 

Mr. Db Moist. I think there is a. growing sentiment — I have no- 
ticed it for some time — not only among the younger, but among a 
good many other Mormons, that they are opposed to the practice of 
polygamy; riot only opposed to the marriage, but opposed to the * 
unlawful cohabitation, 

Mr. Van Cott. How do you find the Mormons as to being inde- 
pendent in politics? 

Mr. Db Moist. Well, I do not know. I find them just like other 
people. There are good, bad, and indifferent among them. There 
are some of them you can not trust around the corner and there are 
some you can put all the dependence in the world in. 

Mr. Van Cott. Have you noticed anything about the Mormon 
Church interfering in politics since the division on party lines? • 

Mr. Db Moist. I think the talk of church interference is a bugaboo 
created purely for the benefit of disgruntled politicians. 

Mr. Van Cott. I suppose you iiave heard what has been called in 
this case " whisperings?" 
Mr. De MoisyI Yes, sir ; I have heard them and traced them down. 
Mr. Van Cott. And is the result what you have already expressed 
about that, when you have traced them down ? 

Mr. Db Moist. Yes, sir ; there are men in both parties who, to 
gain some little temporary advantage, will go around and suggest to 
the members of the church that the church wants so and so done: and 
in every instance where I have investigated the matter I have found 
that it simply grew out of the zealousness of the party who wanted 
that condition. 
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Mr. Van Cott. In the campaign preceding the election of Mr. 
Smoot to the United States, I will ask you what was the most promi- 
nent part of the campaign— that is, the most prominent issue in the 
campaign? 

Mr. Db Moist. What year is that, Mr. Van Cott? 
Mr. Vah Cott. The year preceaing Mr. Smoot's election to the 
United States Senate. 
Mr. Db Moist. 1902? 

Mr. Van Cott. Whichever year that was. Yes, that would be the 
year, The election would be in 1902, and in January following 
would be the election of United States Senator. 

Mr. Db Moist. Yes, that is right Mr. Smoot announced his can- 
didacy, I think, in May of 1002. He announced publicly that he 
would be a candidate for United States Senator, The Democratic 
papers published day after day, not immediately, but while the cam- 
paign was on, that the vote for the Republican party was a vote for 
&moot for Senator. I think that was the issue in that fight 

Mr. Van Cott. And what is your opinum as to whether the fact 
that Mr. Smoot was an apostle in the Mormon Church assisted or 
handicapped him in that campaign. ; 

Mr. Db Moist. I do not think it made any difference. He gained 
some by it and he lost some by it 

Mr. YAif Cott. Have you ever been a member of the school board 
inProvot 

Mr. Db Moist. Yes, sir. - ; , ; # ■ 

y.^^^^^-'C&n^S^tt you ever taken an interest there in school 
'matters? ; : # .. 

Mr. D* Moist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vak Cott. What have you to say as to whether competent 
Gentile school-teachers are discriminated against in any particular? 

Mr. Db Moist. I think I was elected on the school board in 1892 
OT : -189S» I do not remember now which; but at that time there were 
employed in the schools in Provo 8 or 8 Gentile teachers out of 17 
teachers, I think, at the time— 16 or 17 teachers at the time* I do not 
think there has been a time since that but what there have been from 
ft to as many as (* Gentile teachers employed in those schools. 

Mr. Van Cott. Calling your attention to Utah County and also 

before that, 

In the first campaign for United States Senator, was it generally 
understood that it would be a Gentile ? 

Mr. Db Moist. Yes, sir. That is, in 1900. 
; ^'^|fc''yiw'-'©&*r. Yes. Now, in that campaign what gam did the 
Bepublican party make in Utah Goantt? . ; 

Mr. Db Moist. I think at the special election that was held just 
prior to the regular election in 1908 Judge King carried Utah 
County for Congress by a litlfejwr 700 majority— that is, Demo- 
cratic majority. In the fail of ''1900 Utah County gave McKmley 

^Ifo^^SoTT. That would be a change of about a thousand votes? 

Mr* D* Moist. Yes, air. . 

Mr, VAlf Cott. In the campaign whew the most prominent issue 
was Mr. Smooth candidacy, what was the increase of the Republican 
m* in Utah County I 
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Mr. Db Moist. I think the average majority of the Republicans 
elected in Utah County in 1902 was aoout TOO, an increase of 400. 
Mr. Van Cott. An'increase of 4001 
Mr, Db Moiby. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. You seem to have lived in Provo and know a 
good deal about Senator Smoot You knew about him before he was 
announced as a candidate for the Senate ? 
* Mr. Db Moist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. It has been testified by a witness here that he 
was not seriously considered as a possible candidate for the Senate 
until he became an apostle, that he had no standing in the party 
which would have entitled him to be considered as a candidate. How 
do you agree with that ?■ 

Mr. Db Moisy. That is not true. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. You know that is not true, do you! 

Mr. Db Moisy. I know that is not true. I know it as w#U as I 
know anything. 

Mr. Wobthinoton, That is all. 

Mr. Tayler. When did he become an apostle? 

Mr. Db Mo*sy. I think it was in the spring of 1900. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. That is right. , . . 

Mr. Db Moist. It was just before our election for governor, I think, 
four years ago. • . . • ' 

Mr. Taylbb. Yob lived in Provo how long? 

Mr; Db Moisy. I lived continuously in Provo from March of -1890 
until August of 1900. % • % , 

Mr. Taylbb. And when you left there there were only two polyga- 
mists, so far as vou know or heard of there; is that right \ 

Mr. Db Moisy. That is, that were living in active unlawful cohabi- 
tation ; but I can not think of but two now. 

Mr. Tayler. Who are they? ^ 

Mr. Db Moisy. I think one of them is John C. Graham, and the 
other is J. W. Bean. # , m . 

Mr. Taylbb. Did you know Benjamin Cluff, jrf 

Mr. Db Moisy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TaYler. Was he a polygamist? 

Mr. Db Moisy. He is not living in Provo now. 

Mr. Tayler. I am not talking about now, but when you lived 
there. 

Mr. Db Moisy. He is reputed to be; yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. Did he not take several wives? 
Mr, Db Moisy. I do not know how many. I know he is reputed 

^^^AYLfiBl^Was he not reputed to have married a new plural 
wife about 1899? t t - , M . 

Mr. Db Moisy. Well, I think I did hear some talk about it. 

Mr. Tayler. You think you did hear some talk about it ? 

Mr. Db Moisy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Taylbb. It did not excite you at all? 

Mr. Db Moisy. No, sir. 

Mr. Taylbb. Not at all? 

Mr. Db Moisy. No, sir. , 

Mr, Taylbb. So that it is not so that you care anything abort 
whether new polygamous marriages are performed ? 
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Mr. Db Moisy. Yes, sir. • 

Mr. Tay£er. Did yon not tell us a minute tgo that this did not ex* 
cite you at all t 

Mr. Db Moisy. Of course it did not excite me, because I had no way 
of verifying it. If you had lived in tJtah as long as I have you would 
know the air is full of all kinds of talk for which there is no founda- 
tion. 

Mr. Tayler. Exactly. So you do not believe any of it? 
Mr. Db Moisy. No. 

Mr. Tayler. Do you believe now that Benjamin Cluff took a wife 
three or four years agof 

Mr. Da Moisy. I do not know any thing about it 

Mr. Tayler.' I did not ask you whether you know anything about 
it. The trouble with you is that you want to see the marriage per- 
formed before you believe it. 

Mr. Db Moisy. No, sir; I never have heard anvbody say, except in 
a general kind of street talk; it was said that Mr. Cluff took a wife 
tome time — I think about, as you say, 1899. 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. De Moisy. But I never have talked with anybody who has pur- 
ported to know the fact, so I am not in a place to know anything 
about it. 

Mr. Tayler. So that when it came into one ear it passed out 
through the other ? 
* Mr. D» Moisy. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Tayler. And»it was not a subject that you cared to find out or 
know anything about The greater your ignorance the better- would 
be jjrour satisfaction. That is right, is it not f 

Mr. Db Moisy. No, sir; I do not think that is true. It never came 
to me from anybody whom I relied n^on as being truthful in the 
matter. . " • 

Mr. Tayler. Did any of your children go to this school? 

Mr. Db Moisy. What school? 

Mr. Tayler. The Brigham Young Academy. 

Mr. De Moisy. No, sir; I never sent one of my children to the 
Brigham Young Academy. 

Mr. Tayler. It is a large school, is it not ? 

Mr. De Moisy, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. A thousand pupils? 

Mr. De Moisy. Something in that neighborhood; a thousand or 
eleven hundred. \ 
Mr. Tayler. Half of them girls* 

Mr. De Moisy. About half liaif , I should judge, of the sexes. 

Mr. Tayler. And there did not seem to be any public spirit in your 
community that called for an inquiry or investigation into the ques- 
tion as to whether the president of that institution had in fan taken 
a new plural wife? 

Mr. De Moisy. I did not feel called upon to investigate it There 
was no relation between Mr. Cluff and myself. I was not a patron 
of the school. 

Mr. Tayler. And the fact that he had three plural wives did not 
make him morally any worse than if he had two, did it, particularly? 
Mr. De Moiby. No j I do not think it made any difference whether 
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he had 2 or 10* If he had the second one, it was just as bad as though 
he had 10. a 

Mr. Tatler. Exactly; so far as the moral question was concerned. 

Mr* De Moist. Yes. 

Mr. Tatler. Didyou ever .hear of his successor being a polygamist! 
Mr. De Moist. Who ; Mr. Brimhall ? 
Mr. Tatler. Yes. 

Mr. De Moist. Yes ; I understood Mr. Brimhall has been a polyg- 
amist long ago. 
Mr. Tayler. He had been ? # 
Mr. De Moist. Yes. 

Mr. Tayler. What do you mean? Do you mean that if a man has 
two wives and the legal wife is sick, afflicted, the man is any the less 
a polygamist if he lives with the plural wife and does not live with 
the afflicted one? 

Mr. De Moisy. I do not know which one he is living with. 

Mr. Tayler. Suppose that is so. Does that make any difference 
in Tour view ? 

Mr. De Moisy. No ; if his legal wife was afflicted, as Mr. BrimhalFs 
wife is, and he lived with the plural wife, he would be guilty of 
unlawful cohabitation. 

Mr. Tayijbr. Would he not be a polyp mist? 

Mr. De Moisy. Yes. Now, I do not know whether he is or not. 

Mr. Tayler. You do not know if that is so? Did you ever hear 
of Mr* Hickma n being a polygamist ? 

Mr. De Moisy. I never heard of that until this investigation. I 
never knew of Mr. Hickman except simply to know who he was. 

Mr. Tayler, Did you ever hear of a man named Mr. Simmons? 

Mr. De Moisy. Simmons ? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes ; as being a polygamist. 

Mr. De Moisy. In Provol 
» Mi*. Tayler. In Provo; yes, 

Mr. De Moisy. I only know one man named Simmons there, and 
he is not a Mormon. I know Doctor Simmons, who lives there. He 
is not a Mormon. 

Mr. Tayler. Who? 

Mr. De Moisy. Doctor Simmons. 

Mr. Tayijsr. You do not know any other Simmons there? 
Mr. De Moisy. I do not remember any such name now. 
Mr. Tayler. Do you know a man named Johns? 
Mr. De Moisy. I know David John; yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. Is he reputed to be a polygamist? 
Mr. De Moisy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayller. Do you know a man named Vogelberger? 

Mr, De Moisy. Yes. He is not there now. 

Mr. Tayler. Was he there, though, when you left? 

Mr. De Moisy. No; I think he left Provo four or five years ago. 

Mr. Tayler. How many wives had he? 

Mr. De Moist. He was reputed to have two wives. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Albert Jones? 

Mr. De Moist. Yes ; I know Albert Jqnes, 

Mr. Tatler. Is h* a polygamist? 

Mr, De Moisy. I think he is reputed to be. 

Mr. Tatler. John C. Graham you named ? 
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9 Itr Sra^Do^Sii know a man named Nick Muhlenstein! 

Ifc Dilta^ ^ I do not know 

much about him. He Hves up on to niountain side. 

Mr. Tatusb. Is he a jwlvgainist! 

Mr. Di Moist. I do not know. « 

Mr. Tatlbb. Reputed, I meant ..... 

Mr, D» Moot, I do not know anything about him. 

Mr. Tattle*. Do you know Sam Thurmant 

Mr. Db Moist, J¥es,sir. f a 

Mr. Taylkb. Is he reputed to be a polygamist! . ■. , 

Mr. Di Moist. Well, I have hmd it said that he is, and I have 
heard it disputed ^ • , v 

Mr. Tatuw. That is au. 
ZSSff Vah Cow. Have you*heard what Mr. Thurman has said on 
that subject! . 

Mr. Di Moist. Inever talked to llr. Thurman about it. 

Mr. WoRTHiN^roN. When did I understand you left Provo! 

§; D* Moist. In August of 1908, a year ago August. V . 
. Wobthixoton. How long has it been since Mr. Cluff has been 



Mr. D» Moist, I do not know whether it is one or two years. It 
ha* been some time since he hi*J^ 
l^jr. Wobthixgton. Do yon mean one or two years before you left 

there! 

Mr. Db Moist. Iliv-tf^ 
./-Mr* Wobthington. Alwttt the time you left there ! . , 

m t mmm think that year Mr. 

Brirafaall took charge of the schcoL . • .: 

Mr. Wokthikotok. When waa it he left in relation to the time you 

beard ttornrnw ^ 

Mr. Di Moist. It was while he ww gane on an expedition.; They 
went down into Central America, or somewhere, on an expedition in 
connection with the school, and it was somewhere about that time that 

Ibeaitf^ , , 

Mr. WoiHPHiKOTOK; Was he ever there any considerable length of 

time after this talk began! ■'■ . 
Mr. Dn MoxsT. Whoj, met 

Mr. Wc^rran*^^ .. , ^ . 

Mr. D» Moist. I e*ri not say just how long Mr. Cluff was back 
the**. I know he came back from that expedition. I met him sev- 
eral times, but I do not remember exactly how long he remained. 

Mr. Wobthinoton. He is away now. is he not! . . v- 

Mr. D» Moist. I do not think he is in Frovo now. I have not seen 
him for a long time. . ■. ■ 

.'Mr. Wobthington. Do you know by repute where he has been keep- 

^f^i^yoB^^ «^ 

untUto-day for some time. , ^ ; m . 

Mr. Tatleb. Who was this last wife he was said to have taken ? 

Mr. Ds Moist. I never heard her name. It was said he took a wife 
in Mexico was all l ever heaKk, * : vv • 

Mr.I^ 
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Mr. Tattbb. George Reynolds's daughter. 

Mr; D* Moist I do not know, I know a Miss Reynolds, but I do 
not know whether heir first name is Florence or not 

Mr. Tati**. Jb it not she that Cluff is said to have married— that 
her father says he married? 

Mr. De Moist. Well. I do not. know about that I say I only know 
one Miss Reynolds. She taught in the university there. 

Mr. Wobthinton. I do not think it is quite accurate to say that her 
father ssys he married her. 

Mr. Db Moist. The only Miss Reynolds I know is a teacher in the 
B. Y. Academy. 

Mr. Tatlbb. She was a teacher there f 

Mr. Db Moist. Yes. I do not know whether she is teaching now 
or not I saw her a few days ago in Sslt Lake City. 

Mr. Tatlbb. The report was that Cluff married somebody, whether 
it was Miss Reynolds or some one else, while he was down in Mexico 
or Central America? 

Mr. Db Moist. Yes; that is the talk I heard. 

Mr. Tatlbb. Three or four years ago, was it? 

Mr. Db Moist. Yes. 

Mr, Tatleb. After that he returned to Provo and ran the school 
there for two or three years and then went away. Is not that right? 

Mr. Db Moist. I do not remember just how long he stayed in the 
school after he came back. 

Mr. Tatlbb. It was some period of time? 

Mr. De Moist, Yes ; he was there some time. 

Mr. Tatlbb. That is all. 

The Chaibman. Is there a temple at Provo? 

Mr. Db Moist. No, sir. 

The Chaibman. Is there a Mormon Church service held there? 

Mr. De Moist. Oh, yes; I think they have eight wards, and most 
of them have meetinghouses. Then they have a stake tabernacle at 
Provo. 

The Chairman. I want to ask you what steps have been taken by 
the church authorities in Provo to discipline these people who are 
living or have been living in polygamous cohabitation or have taken 
new wives? 

• Mr. Db Moist. I never heard of them taking any steps in the mat- 
ter one way or the other. 

The Chairman. Did you ever hear them giving any counsel 
against it or doing anything to stop it? 

Mr. Db Moist. No; I do not think I ever heard anything in re- 
gard to the matter at all. 

The Chairman. You do not know of any arrests having been 
made among them? 

Mr. Db moist. Yes; there have been one or two arrests that. I 
remember. 

The Chairman. When? 

Mr. Db Moist. Mr. Graham was arrested. 

The Chairman. For what ? 

Mr. Db Moist. For unlawful cohabitation. 
- The Chairman. When? 

Mr. Db Moist. Now, I do not know that It seems to me that was 
about three years ago. 

. a Doc, 486, 5£-l, vol 2 W 
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The Chairman. Do you know the result of the trial! 

Mr. Db Moist. Be got oil acme way. I don't know how. He was 
new convicted. 

The Chairman. Any other thai you know oft 

Mr. Ds Moiar. Yes; there was a case from Springville. Spring- 
ville ia just 6 miles from Prom There was a znan named Harmon, 
who was arrested there charged with adultery , but the general im- 
pression was that it was jt case of polygamy. It is the only case of 
polygamy that I really knew anything of taking place since the 
manifesto. 

The Chairman. The plural wife in that case was taken since the 
manifesto! What was the result of that trial f 

Mr. Db Moist. He was convicted of adultery and sent to the State 
prison* 

The Chairman. When was thatf 

Mr. Da Moist. I just can not amy when it was. It was two or three 
years ago. 

The Chairman* Are you acquainted with the composition of the 
legislature that elected Senator ©moot, as between the Gentiles and 
the Mormons— which, if either, was in the ascendency? 

Mr. Db Moist. There were more Mormons in the legislature than 
Gentiles. -^^^'v^ 

Tho Chairman. Do you know of your own knowledge the propor- 
tion, the number! 

Mr. Db Moist. No; if I had a list of that legislature I could soon 
teU, though. 

The Chairman. We can probably ascertain that later; but there 
were more Mormons than Gentiles! 
Mr. Db Moist. Yes, sir. v 

The Chairman. There were about 20 Gentiles, were there not, in 
both houses, and the balance were of the Mormon faith? 

Mr. Db Moist. I could not say as to the number unless I looked 
into it. 

The Chairman. Well, possibly you can look at that and let me 
know in the morning. 
Who is your next witness! 
Mr. Van ©xrr. Mr. Fernstrom. 

TESTIMONY OF F. 8. FjRBH8TB01f. 

P. S. Fernstrom, being duly sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows: 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your age! 
Mr. Fernstrom. Fifty-three. 
Mr. Van Cott % Where do you reside! 
Mr. Fernstrom. Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you resided there, Mr. Fernstrom! 
Mr. Fernstrom. I have resided there since 1866 ; about twenty- 
nine years. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you a member of the Mormon Church ! 

Mr. Fernstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And you have been for how long! 

Mr* ^ FBRNSTRoii. For over thirty years. 
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Mr. Yah Cott. Do you know August W. Lundstrom? 
Mr. Frenstrom. I do. 

Mr. Van Ck)Tr. How long have you known him f 

Mr. Fernstrom. I have known him about fourteen years* 

Mr. Van Cott* Has he resided in Salt Lake City? 

Mr. Fernstrom. Part of the time* 
' Mr. Van Cott. Where has he resided the other time? 

Mr. Fernstrom. He came, I believe, from Ogden to Salt Lake. 
From there he went to Provo, and then he came back from Provo to 
Salt Lake. He went to Idaho, and from Idaho he came back to Salt 
Lake County. He lived outside the city for some time. Now he is 
residing in salt Lake City. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know his general reputation for truth in the 
community in which he lives there in Salt Lake? 

Mr. Fernstrom. I do. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is it good or bad ? 

Mr. Fernstrom. Is it bad. 

Mr. Van Cott. Would you believe him under oath! 

Mr. Fernstrom. I would not. 

Mr. Van Cott. You may take the witness. 

Mr. Tatler. That is, you would not believe him at all r 

Mr. Febnstrom. I would not 

Mr. Tatler. No; he lies all the time? 

Mr. Febnstrom. Most of the time. 

Mr. Tatler. Most all the time? 

Mr. Fernstrom. That is the reputation he has. 

Mr. Tatler. That is the reputation he has. That is the reputation 
you give him. Did you ever nave any trouble with him? 

Mr. Febnstrom. Not me, personally ; no. 

Mr. Tatler. None at all? 

Mr. Fernstrom. No, sir. 

Mr. Tatler. Did he write a book on the Mormon Church ? 

Mr. Fernstrom. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Tatler. You never saw it ? 

Mr. Fernstrom. I never saw the book. 

Mr. Tatler. You never heard of a book he had written on it? 

Mr. Febnstrom. No; I have heard that he held meetings against 
the Mormons, but I never heard that he wrote a book. 

Mr. Tatler. You never heard that he wrote anything on the sub- 
ject? He has been making speeches against the Mormon Church for 
some time, has he not? 

Mr. Fernstrom. Yes; I heard about that. 

Mr. Tatler. And you heard that he has been lying about the Mor- 
mon Church? 

Mr. Fernstrom. Yes; and a good many other propositions he has 
lied about. 

Mr. Tatler. Does he owe you any money? 
Mr. Fernstrom. No; he does not. 

Mr. Tatler. Do you know why he should lie about the Mormon 
Church? 

Mr. Fernstrom. Not more than he generally does on other propo- 
sitions. 

Mr. Tatler. Not any more than he would on other propositions. 
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He just lies because he would prefer to lie than tell the truth. Is that 
right? 

Jfr. Fbrx»trom. I believe from my acquaintance with him— I be- 
Here this, that vesry few transactions does he do without he misrepre- 
sents or lies about it 

Mr. Tatlbr. He prefers to lie ratter than to tell the truth! 

Mr. Fbrnstrom. I do not say tliat he prefers to; I would not be a 
judge on that. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Why should 'he lie about the Mormon Church f Do 
you know airy reason why he should lie about it? 

Mr. Fbrnstrom. Yes : I believe I do. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Now,why ! That is what I want to get at 

II?. Fbrnstrom. When he lived in our ward he went to the bishop, 
and he asked him to let him have some money. 

J^£r Tatlbr* Yes* * 

Mr! Fbrnstrom. For to buy some lumber. He were acting then as 
a carpenter. He claimed he had some kind of a job. 
Mr. Tatlbr. Yes. 

Mr. Fbrnstrom. And he was going to finish it, and he had no 
money to buy the lumber for it ; so the bishop let him have the money, 
and he promised to return the money just as soon as he had the job 
done. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Yes. 

Mr* Fbrnstrom. Well, he did not do it 
Mr. Tatlbr. No ? 

Mr. Fbrnstrom. And then the bishop asked him for it 

Mr. Tatlbr. Yes. - v • % v\ ^ A * «. 3 

Mr. Fbrnstrom. WelL the answer he gave to him were that he did 
not intend to pay it tlie church owed him a living. He had been 
doing some mission work in the old country sufficient for the church 
to keep him, and he did not propose to pay it and for that reason 
I believe he had a kind of grudge against the church that he did not 
want to do it , , v V . 

Mr. Tatlbr. This bishop loaned him the church's. money, did he? 

Mr. Fbrnstrom/ He did. v ^ , v , , 

Mr. Tatlbr. It was the churches money that he loaned him, was it? 

Mr. F^aiioif. Yes, sir. Well, it were money that was collected 
for supportihg our poor. 

Mr. Tatlbr, For what? 

Mr. Fbrnstrom. Money donated or collected for the support of 
•the poor of the ward. 
Mr. Tatlbr. And the bishop had it ? 
Mr. Fbrnstrom. The bishop had the money. 
Mr. Tatlbr. And the bishop loaned it to this man who had been a 

missionary? 
Mr. Fbrnstrom. Yes. 

Mr. Tatlbr. The bishop told you about this, did he I 

Mr. Fbrnstrom. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tatlbr. That is all. 

Mr. Van Cott, That is all. 

The Chairman. Who is your next witness? 

Mr. Yak Cott. Mr. Andersen. 
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TMTIMOHY OF 0. V. AHDERSEJf. 

C. V. Andersen, being duly sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows: . 
Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Andersen, what is your name? 
Mr. Andersen. C. V.Andersen. 
Mr. Van Cott. Where do you live? 
Mr. Andersen. Salt Lake City. 
Mr. Van Cott. How long have you resided there? 
Mr. Andersen. Since 1882. 
Mr. Van Cott. What is your age? 
Mr. Andersen. Forty-four. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you a member of the Mormon Church? . 
Mr. Andersen. I am. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you been such? 
Mr. Andersen. Since 1886. 

Mr. Van Cott. What business are you engaged in ? 
Mr. Andersen. I am assistant editor ot the Danish-Norwegian 
paper. 

Mr. Van Cott. By birth you are a Swede? 
Mr. Andersen. I am. # ' 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you been assistant editor of that 
paper? 

Mr. Andersen. Seven years. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know August W. Lundstrom? 
Mr. Andersen. I do. , 
Mr. Van Cott. How long have you known him ? 
Mr. Andersen. I became acquainted with him in 1890. 
Mr. Van Cott. And you have known him since? 
Mr. Andersen. Yes; what little I have seen of him. He has not 
been much in the city. * 
Mr. Van Cott. Has he resided in Salt Lake part of the time? 
Mr. Andersen. Yes; part of the time. 

Mr. Van Cott. Where at other times? . 

Mr. Andersen. He first came to Ogden and then Salt Lake City. 
Then he went to Provo arid stayed there from, I believe, in the sum- 
mer of 1892 to the spring of 1893. Then he came back to Salt Lake 
City and stayed until 1895, and, I believe, then went to Idaho, and 
,then came back to Salt Lake City in 1901. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know August W. Lundstrom's general 
reputation for veracity m Salt Lake City ? 

Mr. Andersen. Yes, I do, 

Mr. Van Cott. Is it good or bad ? 

Mr. Andersen. It is bad. # 

Mr. Van Cott. From his general reputation would you believe 

him under oath ? 
Mr. Andersen. Why, I do not think I would. 
Mr. Van Cott. You may take the witness. 
Mr. Tatler. That is, you would not believe him at all! 
Mr. Andersen. Why, no ; I do not think I would, 
Mr. Tatler. You would not believe him at all? 
Mr Andersen. I do not think I would* 
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Mr. Tatuex. There if nothing respecting which he could tell the 
truth t Ywe^tto editor of *R 
Mr* Akdxxsxh. Yes, sir. 

The Chahmah. Who is your next witness f 

Mr. Vak Cot*« Mr. Hayward. . 

The Ohatim aw. Mr. Hayward, will you take the sUndt 

TMTOIOFr 0? H. J. HATW AM. 

H. J. Hatwaxd, being duly sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows : 

Mr. Vak Cott. What is your name? 
~r. Hatwaxd. H. J. Hayward. 
p. Vak Cott. What ia your age f 
& Hatwaxd. Fifty-two. 
k Uorr. vvnewaoyou 
^twaxd. SeHUkeCity. 
/ah Ootf * How long ham you lived there? 
r. Hatwaxd* About fifty-one years. . 
p; Vak Com Are you a member of the Mormon Church! 
r. Hatwaxd. I .am, sir. " . 
Vak Corr. And for how long t 



my lifetime, 
what busin es s are 



kYWAXD. 

r AK Cott. 
'.Hatwaxd, lam 

r. Hat Wi 





engaged! 

i contracting, and the lorn* 



yes, air., 
lien engaged in that occupa- 
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have you known ^m! 

t illm I first was acquainted 
a good many years ago. Just 



Vak uqtt. 

KaTWAX* 

with him* It'w 
how many I cimei - - — - -~ - 

mvAKC^ 

Mr. Hatwaxd,! believe he waset om ttoe. 

Mr. Vak Cow. Do you know Mr. Lundstrom's general reputation 

lor truth and im^mWl&.QS}-t 
Mr. Hatwaxd, Well, I know some of it; yes, sir. 
Mr. Vak Cott. Is it good or bad! 
Mr, Hatwaxd. It is bad. 

Mr. Vak Cott. From his reputation, would you believe him under 



Mr. Hatwaxd. I would not , v . ^ 
Mr. Vak Cott. You may take the witness, Mr, Tayler. 
Mr. TATW»ft Is he * sober man! 
Mr. Hatwaw^I do not know that 
Mr. Tayusl What! 

Mr. Hatwaxd. I do not know whether he is a sober man or not 
Mr. Tatubx. Oh, you do not ! 
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£; Hatwabd. No, sir. 
.Tatlbb. Are you Acquainted with him! Have you ew seen 

him! 

Mr. Hatwabd. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Tatlbb. Do you know him f 

Mr. Hatwabd. I did know him; yea, air. 

Mr. Wobthixoton, He said Lundstrom had been in his employ* 

Mr. Tatlbb How long ago I 

Mr. Hatwabd. I do not remember how many years ago it was, I 
knew him through business. 
Mr. Titles. When did you last see him t 
Mr. Hatwabd. I do not remember that 
Mr. Tatleb. Did you ew see him! 
Mr. Hatwabd. Have I ever! 
Mr. tatleb. Yes. 

Mr. Hatwabd. Yes, sir; I hare seen him* 
Mr, Tatleb. How long ago? 
Mr. Hatwabd. I do not know. 
Mr. Tatleb. You do not! 
Mr. Hatwabd. No, sir; I can not tell you. 
Mr. Tatlbb. Do you know where he lives nowf 
Mr. Hatwabd. No, air: I do not I believe he lives in Idaho* 
Mr. Tatleb. Does he live in Salt Lake! Are you sure? 
Mr. Hatwabd. No { I ain't sure. 
Mr. Tatlbb. That is all. 
The Chaismax. Who is your next witness! 
Mr. Van Corr. Mr. Langton. He appears to have gone out, Mr* 
Chairman. I will call Mr. Neilsen. 
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Jens Christian Nbxlsbn, being duly sworn, was examined and tes- 
tified as follows : " 
Mr. Van Cott. What is your name, Mr. Neilsen t 
Mr. Neilsen. Jens Christian Neilsen. 
Mr. Van Cott. Is it Neilson or Neilsen! ' 
Mr. Nbxlsbn. Neilsen. 
Mr. Van Cott. What is your age! 
. Mr. Nbxlsbn. Sixty-five. 

Mr. Van Cott. In what country were you born! 
Mr. Nbxlsbn. In Denmark. 
Mr. Van Cott. Did you ever live in Utah? 
Mr* Nbxlsbn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Do you know Mrs. Annie Elliott f 
Mr. Nbxlsbn. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Van Cott. I want to read to you from the examination of 
Mrs. Annie Elliott, on page 101 of the record, Volume II : 

" Mr. Wobthington. Was it before or after the death of your first 
husband? 

" Mrs. Elliott. Why, it was after. 

"Mr. Wobthinoton. What time in 1897 did he diet 

tt Mrs. Elliott. He died ^October." 

Were you the husband of Mrs. Elliott! 



ioie 



bxsd svoftr. 



Mr. Neilsen. Yes, sir. » 
Mr. Tatlee. What page is that? # v 

Mr. Van Cott. 191 She was your wife at one time! 
Mr. Neilsen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. And she obtained a divorce from yout 
Mr. Neilsen. Yes, sir. 
|tfi* t Vav Cott. "when? 

Mr! Njsllsen. It was about six years ago. I don't just exactly 
recollect the time. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you marry her while she was— had she ever 
hid a husband before you ? 

Mr. Neilsen. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you marry her in the old country ? 
Mr. Neilsen. Yes, sir. She was mother to three children before 
she left Denmark. 
Mr. Van Cott. Take the witness. 
Mr. Tatlee. What is this witness's name! 
Mr. Van Corr. Jens Chrstian Neilsen. 
Mr. Tatlee. You were the husband of whom! 
Mr. Neilsen. To Annie Elliott. * 
Mr. Tatlee, Annie Elliott?. - 
Mr. Neilsen. I believe that is the name. 
Mr. Tatlee. Whew did you marry her! 
Mr. Neilsen. I married ner in Denmark. 
Mr. Tatlee. When? ~ ] " \ . * 

y Neilsen. I don* recollect exactly. It must have been in 



Mr. Tatlee. In 1872! t 
Mr. Neileen. Either 1872 or 1878. I don't recollect exactly. 
- - * " come to this country ? 

" of 1877 1 come. 





in the spring: of 1876. 
man to whom Mrs. Elliott referred, 




her husband and 
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ie say s died some 
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Netleen. In Elsinore, Sevier County, 
m Tatlee. What year was it you separated ******* 
Mr. Neilsen. I don\ exactly remember, but I always thought I 
would forget all about that as much as I could. 
Mr. Tatlee. You would forget it? 
Mr. Netleen. Yea, dr. . . . , 
Mr, Tatlee. Where are the children ? * 
Mr. Neilsen. Three of them are in Canada and two of them in 
El&inore—the two girls. , _ 
Mr. Tatlee. Where do you live! 
Mr. NjpLEEii. I live in Canada. 
Mr. Tatlee. How many of them live with yout 
Mr. Netleen. None. 
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Mr. Tatmsl Nonet 
Mr. Neilsen. They are crown. 
J^l^TiwAre^ ... 

VMt. Neilbbnv Well, there is one with his mother— the youngest 
Mr. Tayleb. One with the mother? 
Mr. Neilsen. One of them— the youngest 
M^T^ylee. The youngest is with the mother? 
Mr. Neilsen. Yes, sir. N 

Mr. Tayleb. And none of them with you ? - 
Mr. Neilsen. They are in the same town where I live. They are 
grown. 

Mr. Tayleb. Was it about 189T that you separated from her? 
Mr. Neilsen. It was between five and six years since. 
Mr. Tayleb. Where did you go right away; to Canada? 
Mr. Neilsen. Not right away. I stayed. 

Mr. Tayleb. Where did you live after you separated from her? 
Mr. Neilsen. I lived in Elsinore. 
Mr. Tayleb. Where did she live? 
Mr. Neilsen. She went over to Price. 

Mr. Tayleb. To Price? nt 

Mr, Neilsen. In Carbon County, I believe it is. She went over 
there and married again. 
Mr. Tattleb. She went over there and married? 
Mr. Neilsen. Again. 

Mr. Tayleb. Had you had any other wife? 

Mr. Neilsen. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayleb. Only the one? 

Mr. Neilsen. Only the one. 

Mr. Tayleb. How long have you been a Mormon? 

Mr. Neilsen. Since I was 22 years of age. . 

Mr. Tayleb. You became a Mormon before you came to this 

country! 

Mr. Neilsen. Yes, sir. 
. Jfr, Tayleb. That is all to-night I will ask a few more questions 
some other day. 

Mr. WoBTHiNOTON. Mr. Neilsen, I have a certified copy of the 
divorce record here, and I want to read it now and find out whether 
you arVthe party referred to and whether Mrs. Elliott, who testified 
fteie, is the other party. Have you seen this divorce record ? 
, Mr. Neilsen. No, sir. 

Mr. WoBTHiNeTON. I will read it. 

" In the district court of the sixth judicial district, Sevier County, 
State of Utah. Annie M. Neilsen, plaintiff, v. James C. Neilsen, de- 
fendant" ■, - : 

Annie M. Neilsen was your wife's name f 

Mr. Neilsen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. And James C. Neilsen is your name ? 
Mr. Neilsen. Yes, sir. . « * . ^ • * 

Mr. Wobthington. You were both living m Sevier County! 
Mr. Neilsen. Yes, sir. 
Jfc.rWoBOTiNcrroN. In 1899? 
Mr. Neilsen. Yes, sir. / 
Mr. Wobthinqton (reading) : 
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41 This cause came on regularly, to be heard upon the amended 
complaint as filed by the plaintiff, by leave of the court first had, and 
upon the testimony thereupon adduced by the plaintiff, the defend- 
ant having voluntarily appeared in said cause by filing nis voluntary 
appearance in writing, but having failed and refused to otherwise 
appear or plead therein, the plaintiff appearing in person and by 
Messrs. Bapp and Bean, her counsel herein. This 20th day of 
March, 1899/ 

Did you enter a voluntary appearance there? You did not make 
any defense, did you? 
Mr. Njmxsbn. No, sir. 

Mr. Wobthington. You were sick at the time, were you not? 
1 Mr. Nbilsen. Yes, sir! 
Mr. Wobthington. In bed! 
Mr. Njbil&bn. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Wobthington. I will not go on and read about the proceed* 
ings. There was evidence on various subjects, and then it con- 



w From the foregoing facts, the court draws the following con- 
clusions of law : 

« First That said plaintiff is entitled to a decree of the court dis- 
solving the marriage existing between herself and said defendant, as 
prayed for in her said amended complaint 

" Second. That plaintiff is entitled to the custody of said children 
and also an award of said real estate above described. 

* Third. That the plaintiff is entitled to her costs herein expended. 

* Done in open court, this 20th day of March, 1899." 

Then there is a decree whkh follows those findings and gives a di- 
vorce, which decree is dated the 20th of March, 1899, this record being 
certified to be a true record by John G. Jorgensen, the clerk of that 
and Judge McCarty was the judge. 
g gtl^By. xea,sir. 

Wobthington. This Mrs. ISUiott who was here is the woman 






Sfitiw Yes, sir. 

Tobthington* And got the divorce from you, who were her 
_ rfimuKiK. xee,sjr. 

r, Wobthin otok. Down to the date of that decree, which was in 
* 18?99, and up to that time you had been living with her as her 
i, had you not? ■ • 

Ibsejsbn. Yea, sir. 
Mr. Wobthington. Do you know any cause or reason for her com- 
ing here and swearing that you died at Elsinore in 1897? 
- Mr. NaniiRK. I do not, sir. 
Mr. Wobthington. She knew it was false, did she not? 
Mr. Nwcuww. I did not understand you. 

, Mr. Wobthington. She knew when she swore here that wou died 
in 1897 that it was not true, did she not? 

Mr. Nbxlsbn. Certainly; yes, sir. She knowed it was not true. She 
knowed X was in Canada— nving in Canada. She knowed that well 



Mr. Wobthington. How did she know you were in Canada when 
ahe testified you were dead ? 



Mr, Nbilsbn. She knew through her children. She has been in 
Elsinore and visited her children. 

Mr. Worthinoton. Have you been corresponding with your chil- * 
dren there! 

Mr. Nbilsbn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wokthinqion. So that you knew where they were? 
Mr. »JBii^K, Yes. sir. 

Mr. Taylbr. So mat your wife got a divorce from you, as shown 
by that, in 1899? 
Mr. Nbilsbn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. And when she married Elliott she was not your wife! 
Mr. Neilsbn. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. You will note in this examination that she does not 
use the word " die " or " death " herself, ever. I put the word in her 
mouth. There is no reason why she should lie about it That is 
what I mean. 

' Mr. Worthinoton. Oh, no ; there is no reason why she should lie. 

Mr. Tatlbr. Shejprobably misunderstood, if this is her husband. . 

Mr. Van Cott. You mean was her husband. 

Mr. Taylbr. Or if the fact was, yes. I do not believe for a mo- 
ment that the woman intended to deceive anybody about it.. 

Mr. Worthinoton. What you may think about what that wortian 
intended is of very little consequence in the case. It is a question of 
what this committee will think she intended, after they hear the argu- 
ment about it ♦ , 

In reference* to what Mr. Tayler has said. I want to have this go in 
the record right here. Mr. Tayler asked Mrs. Elliott this question, 
after she had said that her husband followed her here— came on later: 

" Is he living now—that is, the husband whom you married in Den* 
mark? , 

" Mrs. Elliott. No, sir." 

The words were not put in her mouth. [ 

Mr. Tayler. She did not say in terms that he died. She did not 
use the word. , 

Mr. Worthinoton. No; she said he was not alive. She did not 
say he died. Talking about technicalities, I say that beats the worst 

Mr. Tayler- We afl know about her unfamiliarity with the English 
tongue. Why do you not put somebody on the stand to testify what 
the oath was/my friend? Then you will get rid of all this discussion. 

Mr. Van Cott. You are changing the subject. 

Mr. Taylbr. Yes, sir. • • 

Mr. Worthinoton. Mr. Chairman, I want to put in this divorce 
record. 

Mr. Tayler. Let it go in. 

The Chairman. There is no objection to that Let it go in. 
The paper referred to is as follows: 

In the district court of the sixtft judicial district, Sevier County, State 
of Utah. Annie M. Nielsen, plaintiff, v. James C. Nielsen, de- 
fendant 

FINDINGS. 

This cause came oh regularly to be heard upon the amended com- 
plaint, as filed by the plaintiff by leave of the court first had, and 
upon tne testimony thereupon adduced by the plaintiff, the defendant 
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having voluntarily appeared in said cause by filing his voluntary 
. appearance in writing, but having failed and refused to otherwise 
appear or plead therein, the plaintiff appearing in person and by 
Messrs. Rapp & Bean, her counsel herein, this 20th day of March, 
1899. 

Thereupon the said plaintiff and her witnesses were sworn and 
testified in her behalf in said cause, from which said testimony the 
court finds the following facts: 

First. That the plaintiff and defendant intermarried in Denmark 
in the year 1868, and ever since have been and now are husband and 
wife. 

Second. That for more than one year immediately preceding the 
commencement of this action the plaintiff was and is a constant resi- 
dent and citizen of said county and State. 

Third. That for more than three years last past the defendant has 
wholly and willfully failed and neglected to provide the plaintiff and 
her children with any of the necessaries of life, although the said de- 
fendant was at all or said time and how is an able-bodied man, and 
fully competent and able to do. so, and plaintiff has by reason of such 
neglect on the part of said defendant been obliged to rely upon her 
individual labor and the charity of friends for maintenance and sup- 
port and the maintenance of said children. 

Fourth. That there are now living as the issue of said marriage 
the following-named children, to wit: Clara E. Nielsen, aged 16 
years, and Alma Nielsen, aged 14 years, and Franklin Nielsen, aged 
11 years. 

Fifth. That there now exists in said county the following de- 
scribed real estate belonging to defendant, to wit : Lot 2, in block 
20, Elsinore additional town site, in section 29, township 24, south of 
range 3 west of Salt Lake meridian, United States survey, ^lIso, 
commencing 7.95 chains south and 34.92 chains west of the northeast 
corner of the southeast quarter of section 32, township 24 south, 
range 3 west, Salt Lake meridian, United States survey, and running 
thence south 11.80 chains; thence west 6.36 chains; thence north 19 
degrees and 45 minutei ?,ast, r2.54 chains; thence east 2.12 chains to 
the place of beginning, containing 5 acres of land. 

Sixth. That it is essential and necessary that plaintiff have said 
real estate awarded to her for the support and maintenance of herself 
and said children. 

Seventh. That plaintiff has no property or money wherewith to 
pay the expenses of this suit or her counsel fees. 

From the foregoing facts the court draws the following conclu- 
sions of law : 

First. That said plaintiff is entitled to a decree of this court dis- 
solving the marriage existing between herself and said defendant, as 
prayed for in her said, amended complaint. 

Second. That plaintiff is entitled to the custody of said children* 
and also an award of said real estate above described. 

Third. That plaintiff is entitled to her costs herein expended. 

Done in open court this 20th day of March, 1899. 

W. M. McCabty, Judge. 
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In the district court of the sixth judicial district, county of Sevier, 
State of Utah. Annie M. Nielsen, plaintiff, v. James C. Nielsen, 
defendant. 

DEGREE. 

This cause coming on regularly to be heard this 20th day of March, 
1899, before the court, upon the amended complaint of the plaintiff 
filed herein, and the written voluntary appearance of the defendant, 
also filed herein, the defendant having railed and refused to other- 
wise plead in said cause. 

And upon the proofs and testimony given at the trial of said cause 
from which said proofs and testimony the court found all the alle- 
gations set forth in said amended complaint fully sustained by the 
said testimony and evidence free from all legal exceptions and 
objections. 

And it also appearing to the court that said defendant had volun- 
tarily appeared m said cause, and that each and every matter and 
thing was done to give the court full and complete jurisdiction in 
said cause, and all and singular the law and the premises being fully 
understood by the court and fully considered. 

Wherefore it is hereby ordered, adjudged, and decreed, and this 
court does order, adjudge, and decree, that the marriage existing be- 
tween the said plaintiff, Annie M. Nielsen, and defendant, James C. 
Nielsen, be, and the same is hereby, dissolved, and that each of said 
parties are hereby released from all the obligations thereof. 

And it is further ordered that the following-named children, the 
issue of said marriage, be, and the same are hereby, awarded to 
plaintiff, to wit: Clara E. Nielsen, Alma Nielsen, and Franklin 
Nielsen. 

And it is hereby further adjudged and decreed that the following 
described real estate situated in said Sevier County be and the same 
is awarded to plaintiff, to wit: Lot 2, in block 20*of Elsinore addi- 
tional town-site survey, the same being in section 29, township 24, 
south of range 3 west, Salt Lake meridian. 

Also commencing at a point 7.95 chains south and 34.92 chains 
west of the northeast corner of the southeast quarter of section 32, 
township 24, south of range 3 west of Salt Lake meridian, United 
States survey, in said Sevier County, and running thence south 11.80 
chains, thence west 0.36 chains, thence north 19 degrees and 45 min- 
utes east, 12.54 chains, thence east 2.12 chains to place of beginning, 
and containing 5 acres of land. 

And it is hereby further ordered that said defendant pay the costs 
of this action, hereby taxed at $13 10. 

Done in open court this 20th day of March, 1899. 

W. M. McCarty, Judge. 

Filed March 20, 1899. 

H. N. Hayes, Clerk, 

State of Utah, County of Sevier ', ss: 

I, John G. Jorgensen, county clerk of Sevier County, Utah, and 
ex officio clerk of the sixth judicial district court of the State of 
Utah, in and for Sevier Cbtfn'ty^ do hereby certify that the above and 
foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of the original " findings 
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of facts, conclusions of law, and decree " as now appears on file and 
of record in the above-entitled action in my office. 

Witness my hand and the seal of said court hereto affixed at Kich- 
field, Utah, this 30th day of December, A. D. 1904. 

[seal.] John G. Jorgensen, Olerk* 

The Chairman. Who is your next witness! 
Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Langton. 

TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM LANGTON". 

_ William Langton, being duly sworn, was examined, and testified 
"Ts follows: 

Mr. Van Cott. What is your name? 

Mr. Langton. William Langton. 

Mr. Van Cott. Where do you reside? 

Mr. Langton. Salt Lake (Jity. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you resided there? 

Mr. Langton. Since 1881. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you a member of the Mormon Church, Mr. 
Langton ? 
Mr. Langton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you been such? , 
Mr. Langton. Since 1878. 

Mr. Van Cott. Are you acquainted with J. H. Wallis, sr. ? 
Mr. Langton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you known him? 

Mr. Tayler. This is another one. 

Mr. Langton. For about twelve years. 

Mr. Van Cott. Does he live in Salt Lake City ? 

Mr. Langton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. How long have you known him ? 
Mr. Langton. I have just answered that question. 
Mr. Van Cott. Was he ever in your employ ? 
Mr. Langton. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did you at one time have a fire in your store in 
Salt Lake City? 
Mr. Langton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Did Mr. Wallis ever come to you about the matter ? 

Mr. Langton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. What did he say to you? 

Mr. Tayler. I object to this. 

Mr. Worthington. Mr, Wallis was asked about this. 

Mr. Tayler. Suppose he was. Does that have anything to do with 
the subject of the inauiry ? 

The Chairman. What do you propose to show ? 

Mr. Worthington. You may remember, Mr. Chairman, that when 
Mr. Wallis was here I was cross-examining him, with a telegram in 
my hand, as to whether or not he had not made a charge against a 
man with a view of extorting money from him; if he had not made 
a false charge against a man of having burned down his own store. 
He denied having anything to do with it. We propose to show that 
was a falsehood; that after this gentleman had been unfortunate 
enough to have his place burned down, Wallis went to him and stated 
to fnm if he would pay him $5,000 he would not disclose the fact 
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that he had burned down his store purposely ; that if he did not he 
would # go and complain to the authorities, as I recollect, and that 
the witness immediately took action about that which resulted in 
Wallis coming and acknowledging that the whole thing was a lie ; 
that he undertook to get out of it by saying he had a vision or some- 
thing of that kind. I do not remember, Air. Van Cott, just what 
it was. 

This is one of three witnesses who have been brought here to sat- 
isfy this committee and satisfy the country that the Mormon who 
takes his covenants takes an obligation which is inconsistent with his 
loyalty to his country. One of them is this Mrs. Elliott, who has 
just been shown to have told this remarkable story about her hus- 
band, who is not living, but who is not dead, according to Mr. Tayler. 
Another, Mr. Lundstrom, is shown to have been a person whom no- 
body who knows him would believe on oath. The third one is the 
man about whom we are asking these questions. You will all re- 
member the old man who sat there and went to sleep day after day 
for some days after he testified. It is verv important that we should 
know something 1 about the character of these people. This man 
Wallis was asked about this particular question. No objection was 
made to his testifying about it. ,. 

Mr. Tayler. No. Never is a witness impeached by reference to 
some special act it may be said he has performed. His reputation 
is alwavs in evidence and may be testified about. 

Mr. Worthington. Are you appealing to a rule of evidence! 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. Here ? 

Mr. Tayler. Yes. 

Mr. Worthington. There is not a rule of evidence in the books, as 
we all know, that has not had its throat cut and its bowels taken out 
here, upon the ground that this is an investigation; and my dis- 
tinguished friend, the Senator who sits across the table, told us the 
last time the objection was made, that we got away from the sub- 
ject of Senator Smoot, that we were very liberal here, that everything 
was allowed to go in, and that when no other reason was given for it 
Senators were allowed to ask questions out of mere curiosity; and 
I hope my friend will permit it to go in, if for no other reason than 
to know what the true story is about this matter. Part of it has gone 
in, and I hope he will let the rest of it go in. 

We propose to prove a story about this witness which^ if believed, 
will render it unnecessarv to say anything more about him. 

Mr. Tayler. You can bring stories about any witness. 

The Chairman. Did you call this matter to the attention of the 
Witness Wallis? 

Mr. Worthington. We did, 

Mr. Tayler. No; there was not a candid inquiry made of the 
witness. The witness was asked whether he had some trouble, but 
not as to whether he had himself committed some grave offense 
against the law. 

Mr. Worthington. He was asked whether he had not made the 
charge against a man of having set fire to his own store. That is 
what he was asked. I will give the reference to it in a moment. I 
distinctly remember that when I was asking him about it Senator 
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McComas suggested that I give him more definite details about it, 
and I informed him that those were all the details we then had. At 
that time we had a vague telegram. 

I read from the testimony of Wallis, on page 177 of Volume II: 

" Mr. Worthington. Have you ever been arrested at any time? 

"Mr. Wallis. Been what? " 

" Mr. Worthington. Been arrested. 

" Mr. Wallis. No, sir ; not to my memory. 

" Mr. Worthington. Do you think you might have forgotten that! 
" Mr. Wallis. Hardly. 

" Mr. Worthington. I wanted to know. Have you had any diffi- 
culty out there with reference to a charge of having set tire to your 
shop or some building? 

"Mr. Wallis. No, sir; never, 

"Mr. Worthington. Have you had any difficulty of that kind 
growing out of a charge that you made against somebody else out 
there of setting his own place on fire ? 

" Mr. Wallis. There was a store set on fire in close proximity to 
me, about the distance of from here to the wall [indicating]. I made 
do charge. 

" Mr. Worthington. You made no charge? 

" Mr. Wallis. None at all. My building escaped the fire, and so I 
took no notice of it. 

" Mr. Worthington. Did you not charge a man with having set 
fire to it? 

"Mr. Wallis. No, sir: I did not." 

Mr. Tayler. "A man. 

Mr. Van Cott. That is the part we are interrogating this witness 
about. 

Mr. Tayler. That was not directed to a conversation that the wit- 
ness had with some man whom he was seeking to blackmail. That 
is a public charge. 

Mr. Worthington. He did make the charge to this man of having 
set fire to his store. I think, Mr, Chairman, in view of lh6 liberality 
which has been exhibited here, we ought not to be excluded by any 
such technicality as that to which Brother Tayler is referring. 

You will perceive the difficulty under which we labored in making 
inquiries here at such a distance. Here was Mr. Wallis. We knew 
nothing about him. He was put on the stand and we telegraphed 
asking for information, and we got a meager telegram upon which 
we based those questions. If it was necessary we could have Mr. 
Wallis subpoenaed and brought back here, and ask him a question and 
co more into details about it, but there is no use in our making that 
delay. 

Mr. Tayler, That does not cure the internal defect of undertaking 
to prove the commission of some particular crime. That is never 
competent. 

Mr. Worthington. It is never competent ordinarily to prove that 
a man has committed an offense by saying that people on the street 
say he did. That is about the only testimony you have got in this 
case. 

Mr. Tayler. That is another thing that we will argue. 
The Chairman. This witness is not a party at all to these pro- 
ceedings. He is an ordinary witness. The Chair does not think it 
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is competent for him to come here and testify that a certain man com- 
mitted a crime of which he is cognizant. Of course testimony to 
impeach the general character of the witness, Wallis, is all right, but 
I ooubt very much whether this is competent. 

Mr. Worthington. The record will show that one piece of evi- 
dence is incompetent then. I think that is the first one, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Chairman. Possibly this witness knows his general character 
for truth and veracity. 

Mr, Van Com 1 . Do you know the general reputation of Mr. J. H. 
Wallis. sr., for truth in the community in which he lives? 

Mr. Langton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Cott. Is it good or bad ? 

Mr. Lanqton. Very bad. 

Mr, Van Cott. From that general reputation, would you believe 
him under oath ? 
Mr. Langton, No, sir. 
Mr. Van Cott. Take the witness. 
Mr. Tayler. Are you a polygamist? 
Mr. Langton. No, sir. 

Mr. Tayler. Were you ever ? J 
Mr. Langton. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tayler. How long? 
Mr. Langton. Some four years ago. 
Mr. Tayler. How many wives had you? 
Mr. Langton, Two. 
Mr. Tayler. That is all. 
The Chairman. Who is your next witness? 
Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Chairman, that is all the testimony we have 
for to-day. We subpoenaed quite # a number of witnesses for the 18th, 
to-morrow. We thought we were bringing our witnesses so as to 
distribute them and not have a large number here at once. That 
is all we have to-day. 
The Chairman. They will be here to-morrow ? 
Mr. Van Cott. Yes : we will have testimony to go on to-morrow. 
Mr. Worthington, We will go on to-morrow. 
The Chairman. The committee will stand adjourned until to-mor- 
row morning at 10 o'clock. 

The committee (at 4 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) adjourned until 
Wednesday, January 18. 1905, at 10 o'clock a. m. 
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